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Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, I appreciate the suggestion. I
thought I should be able to harmonize difficulties to the extent
of getting a recess agreed to, so that Senators could get their
dinners, if the able chairman of the committee should find it

agreeable.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is open to a propo-
gition of that kind.

Mr. SMOOT, I should like to have the Senator from New
Jersey answer my question, at least, before we vote upon this
item. The Senator may have made that statement before; but
I was down at lunch for a few moments, and I suppose he made
that statement when I was out.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr, SMOOT. Yes: I yield to the Senator for that purpose.

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I think the Senator
was out of the Chamber when I explained this amendment. It
contemplates dredging a bar at the mouth of Hackensack River,
which Is tributary to the Kill van Kull and the Newark Channel.
The Federal Shipbuilding Co. is located above this sand bar, and
there are being built there for the United States Government
30 vessels of approximately 6,000 tons each. Now, it is found
that in order to float those hulls over this bar, in order to get the
coal for that shipbuilding plant, and in order to get the coal for
the public-service corporation, and the various other industries
along the line of the Hackensack River, carrying a tonnage
amounting in value, I think, to some three and a half million
dollars a year, this project is absolutely necessary; and it was
approved by Mr. Sweet, the Assistant Secretary of Commerce.

Mr. SMOOT. Let me ask the Senator if this is a temporary
shipyard or a permanent shipyard?

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It is a permanent shipyard; it is a
Government shipyard; and not only that, but there are other
shipyards and other projects along the bank of that river. Not
'only that, but the Hackensack River is practically tributary to
the Kill Van Kull; and the Senator, with his vast experience in
these measures, having studied them year after year and know-
ing them, knows that the Kill Van Kull is one of the very im-
portant highways for water-borne traffic along the New Jersey
.coast. The Hackensack and Passaic Rivers, fed by the in-
dustries of Newark and Passaic and Paterson, make this one
of the most important waterways in my State,

Mr. SMOOT. I will say that I never yet have objected on the
floor of the Senate to an appropriation that would in any way
increase the commerce of this country, and that is my position
now. If there is an eppropriation, no matter whether it has
been acted upon by the House or by the Senate, as to which it
is shown that the expenditure of the money will return to the
district through which the river runs sufficient compensation
by increase of commerce, no one in the Senate will vote money
for that purpose any quicker than I will. I understood, how-
ever, that this appropriation was refused by the House; and,
being refused, T thought it ought to be discussed in the Senate
now,
| Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I should like to say to the
Senator, if he will permit me, that the chairman of the Rivers
and Harbors Committee of the House was before us, and told
us that if we took on any new projecis at all, of all that the
House rejected the Hackensack River was the best. He made
that statement to us.

Mr. SMOOT., Then I have no objection to that amendment
being agreed to,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreeing
to the amendment of the committee on page 5.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SEcreTAry. The next amendment——

Mr, JONES of Washington., Mr. President, I understood——

Mr. FLETCHER. I am going to ask for a recess, but let us
finish this page.

Mr. SMOOT. I want the next item to go over, That is the
Delaware River, Pa,, N. J,, and Del. I recognize the fact that
that is reduced by the committee from $2,500,000 to $1,000,000,
but upon reading the report I feel that I want a litile more
information. I will say to the Senator that it will not take long,
so far as I am concerned.

Mr. FLETCHER. Very well, then, Mr. President. I will not
ask the Senate to stay in session longer to-night. We have
spent the whole day and have gotten through with nearly five
pages of the bill, but we have made some progress.

Mr. SMOOT. In justification of the Senator from Illinois, I
want to say that when the Russian question was up for discus-
sion yesterday, when 2 o'clock came, and the unfinished business
was put before the Senate, the Senator wanted to follow imme-
diately at that time with the speech that he made to-day., The
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Senator from North Carollna [Mr, Siaaroxns], having the unfin-

ished business in charge, told me that he was not feeling well;

that he was a sick man; that he wanted the report to be agreed
to; and that the Senator from Illinois could make his speech
upon the river and harbor bill, and that it would make no dif-
ference; and he asked me to see the Senator from Illinois and
find out if he would not consent to do that. Upon that request I
spoke to the Senator from Illinois, and he did not make his
speech then ; and the reason why it was made to-day was becausae

it was distinctly understood yesterday that it could be made

to-day.

Mr. LEWIS. The Senator from Utah means the junior Sena-
tor from Illinois, Mr. SHERMAN?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I should have said the junior Senator
from Illinois.

Mr. FLETCHER. In answer to what the Senator says, I will
say that if we have much further trouble with this bill I think
I will get sick, and see if I can not secure the passage of the
bill by that means. [Laughter.]

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, T want to suggest

that there are not more than 15 Senators on the floor now, -
RECESS.

Mr, FLETCHER. I move that the Senate take a recess until

to-morrow morning at 11 o'clock.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 55 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Saturday, Feb-
ruary 15, 1919, at 11 o'clock a. m.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Eray, February 14, 1919,

The House met at 11 o'clock a. .

The Chaplain, Rev, Henry N. Counden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Our Father who art in heaven, we thank Thee for all the
great, the generous, the pure, the noble, whose lives were for
the uplift of humanity.

May we cmulate their example, that the world may be a
little better that we have lived and wrought; and Thine be the
praise through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

PENSIONS.

Mr., TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, this is pension day in the
House, but I have no thought of asking to displace the supply
bill now before this body; but I do ask unanimous consent that
at the conclusion of debate on the Army bill this evening that
we have 10 minutes to take up a pension bill.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman think that the Com-
mittee of the Whole is going to get through with the Army bill
to-day?

aii-. TILLMAN. I ask this if they do. If nof, I shall not
ask it.

The SPEAKER. How many of these pension bills has the
gentleman ?

Mr, TILLMAN. We have only one; a very short one.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman can make that request this
evening. The House may run late.

Mr, TILLMAN. This is pension day in the House, and I ask
to be allowed 10 minutes at the conclusion of the consideration
of the Army bill—

Mr, FOSTER. Take it up now.

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, I ask unanimous congent to take it up

LOW.

Mr. MANN. Will there be any debate on it?

My, TILLMAN. No; I think not.

Mr, MANN. Why not make the request to take it up now?

PRINTING COPIES OF REVENUE ACT.

Mr, KITCHIN. If the gentleman will permit, Mr. Speaker,
day before yesterday I got unanimous consent of the House to
print 14,000 copies in document form of the bill as reported by
the conference committee, the revenue bill. I had the impres-
slon then that the Senate had passed the bill. Yesterday morn-
ing I found that they had not passed it, and by unanimous con«
sent that order was rescinded, but I understand in the mean-
time before the order was rescinded they executed the order
for printing at the Government Printing Office and already had
printed the bill. So I ask unanimous consent that 15,000 copies
of the bill reported by the conference committee be printed, 7,500
to go to the document room and 7,500 copies to the folding room.
The first order was for 14,000,
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Mr. MANN. This is within the limit that the House ean print
at a cost of not more than $500%

Mr. KITCHIN. It is. The first number was 14,000,

Mr. STAFFORD. Why not make it 8,000 for the folding
rooni?

Mr. KITCHIN. It is already put in.

Mr. STAFFORD. Seven thousand only, I thought, had been
placed at the disposal of the document room.

Mr. KITCHIN. No; half has been placed at the disposal of
the decument room and half at the disposal of the folding room,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent to have 15,000 copies of the conference report
on the revenue bill printed, 7,500 for the folding room and 7,500
for the document room. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

CORRECTION IN A REFERENCE.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Colorado rise? ..

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. To correct the record and ask
for a change of reference of a bill.

The SPEAKER. Correct the record first.
a time.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I filed a report
yesterday from the Committee on the Irrigation of Arid Lands
on a departmental bill (H. It. 4187) authorizing the Secretary
of the Interior to convey to & man named Hiersche about 90
acres of land in exchange for some land he owns. It is a mat-
ter which I think ought to go on the Union Calendar, but it
was referred to the Private Calendar, and I ask to have it
transferred.

The SPEAKER. What is it about?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. There is a2 man named Anion
Hiersche who owns about 40 acres of land that the Rleclama-
tion Service wants for a part of the reservoir site of the North
Platte irrigation project in Nebraska. The Interior Depart-
ment dees not want to incur the expense of condemming this
land, but wants to exchange another piece of vacant land for
it, and Hiersche is willing to make the exchange. This bill au-
thorizes the Secretary of the Interior to issue a patent to a
definitely described tract of land to Hiersche in consideration
of Hiersche deeding to the United States Government the land
that is needed for this reservoir, No. 2 of that project.

Mr. STAFFORD. That is a private bill.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. No; I do not think so. This is
not a private relief bill. Mr. Hiersche is not asking for any-
thing. He owns the land that one of the Government's reser-
voirs is now sitnated upon. The Reclamation Service wants
to flood that land, and the Interior Department wants by mutual
consent to convey to him about 90 acres of public domain for
his about 40 acres within the reservoir site. Now, it seems to
me that is a bill of a public character directly appropriating
public property belonging to the United States under Rule
XIII of the rules of the House, section 720,

Mr. STAFFORD. There are plenty of bills on the I’rivate
Calendar providing for transfer to separate individuals. They
are private bills, not public.
| Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I beg to differ with the gentleman.
My impression is that whenever a tract of public land—whether
it is 90 acres or 90,000 acres—is to be conveyed by patent by
act of Congress directing the Secretary of the Interior to issue
a patent to somebody for the land, it makes no difference whether
the Government gets money or other land or something else or
nothing in exchange for it, my impression is that is an appro-
priation of public property and should be put upon and consid-
ered on the Union Calendar. That is the way I understand the
rule, and it scems to be supported by section 3115 of volume 4
‘of Hinds’ Precedents.

Mr, STAFFORD. There is a statute which describes private
bills which was called to the attention of the House by myself
‘some weeks ago, and I ask the gentleman to withdraw the re-
quest until I can give that authority.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I will withdraw the request tem-
porarily, but it is a departmental measure that is very plain
and simple and ought to be passed at this session.

Mr, STAFFORD. That does not make it a publie bill,

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. Secretary Lane's letter transmit-
ting a draft of the bill to me explains the situation and the im-
portance of the bill as follows:

DEPARTMEST OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, May 2, 1917.

My Desr Mi. Tavron: During the last session of Congress I r:ﬂuested
Hon. W. R. 8SmiTH, the former chairman of the Committee on Irrigation
of Arid Lands, to introduce a bill authorizing Anton Hiersche to select
other land in lleu of lands now owned by him and required for reclama-
tion purposes in connection with the North Platte project—Nebraska,

Take one thing at

The bill was introduced and became I. R. 17743. I am now advised
by the Reclamation Service that the bill as then presented was not in
strict accordance with conditions involved. I am therefore submitting
another draft with the uest that you introduce the same. Mr,
Hiersche has agreed te the plan propo by the bill,

Mr, Hiersche gives up his title to a tract of about 23 acres below the
G-foot contour now flooded and gives the United States a right to flood
about 32 acres additional below the 11-foot contour to which 32 acres
Mr. Hlersche retains title, TIn lieu thereof he is to be allowed 90 acres,
of which about 67 acres will eventuani be irrigable under the project.

While Mr. Hiersche is allowed to take a larger area than he gives up,
there is practically no discrepancy in value, because a considerable part
of the land taken is very apt to become seeped or partly so whenever
irrigation is practiced on the adjoining ground. Besides, the agricnl-
tural quality of the land given up is better than the land to be taken,
and there is a corrcs‘;gndlng difference in market value.

I would therefore pleased to have yon introduce this bill in lien of
the other, as it will doubtless save the project a very large amount,
because if it were necessary to purchase the lands and flowage rights
from Mr. Hiersche a congiderable cash outlay would be required.

Cordially, yours, Fraxgnry K. Laxwe,

Necretary,

Hon. Epwarp T. TAYLOR,

Cheirman Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands,
House of Representatives,

I have not the slightest personal interest in the bill. I am
merely trying to handle it at the request of the Secretary of the
Interior and the Reclamation Service. It is a Nebraska matter,
and I feel that the bill should be placed where I think it belongs,
on the Union Calendar, where it can be disposed of at this ses-
sion of Congress, and not on the Private Calendar, where it
will be chloroformed forever. However, I will withdraw the
request for the present and confer with the gentleman and the
House parliamentarian. -

The SPEAKER. What is the other part that the gentleman
wants?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. My other request is to correct an
error in printing. The bill in the report is given as H. It. 187
instead of H. H. 4187, Moreover, the report shows that it is
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, while the Cox-
GRESSIONAL REcorp of yesterday, page 3457, shows it on the
Private Calendar,

The SPEAKER. In the Recorn? )

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. It is an error in printing the re-
port. The Recorp is correct.

'I&he SPEAKER. Without objection, the correction will be
made.

There was no objection.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, its enrolling clerk,
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following
titles, in which the concurrcenece of the House of Representatives
was requested :

8. 8123. An act for the relief of the owners of the schooner
Henry 0. Barrett; :

S. 2002, An act for the velief of the owner of the steamer
Mayflowcer and for the relief of passengers on board said
steamer ;

S. 2124, An act to fix the salary of the United States district
attorney for the eastern distriet of New York; and

8. 5471. An act for the relief of John A, Gauley.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendment the bill (II. R, 8625) to accept from the South-
ern Oregon Co., a corporation organized under the laws of the
State of Oregon, a reconveyance of the lands granted to the
State of Oregon by the act approved March 3, 1809, entitled
“An act granting lands to the State of Oregon to aid in the
construction of a military wagon road from the navigable wa-
ters of Coos Bay to Roseburg, in said State,” commonly known
as the Coos Bay Wagon Road grant, to provide for the disposi-
tion of said lands, and for other purposes.

SENATE BILLS REFEREED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their
appropriate committees, as indicated below:

S. 2002. An act for the relief of the owner of the steamer
Mayflower and for the relief of passengers on board said
steamer;

8. 5471. An act for the relief of John A. Gauley; and

S. 8123, An act for the relief of the owners of the schooner
Henry 0. Barrett; to the Committee on Claims.

§. 2124, An act to fix the salary of the United States attorney
for the eastern district of New York; to the Committee on Ex-
penditures in the Department of Justice.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of my work in
Congress.




1919.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp on the subject
of his work in Congress. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

SPEAKERS PRO TEMPORE FOR SUNDAY, FEBRUARY 16.

The SPEAKER. On next Sunday there will be held memorial
exercises for gentlemen from Wisconsin, Virginia, Maryland, and
Pennsylvania. The Chair usually appoints the senior Member of
a delegation to preside. In this case the Chair will appoint Mr,
BUTLER, of Pennsylvania, fo preside, and request him that when
Wisconsin iz reached that Mr. CooreEr of Wisconsin shall be
called to preside, when Virginia is reached that Mr. Froop shall
be called, and when Maryland is reached Mr, LINTHICUM.

: ] PENRIONS.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill H. R.
15706, the pension bill, and ask that the same be considered in
the House as in the Committee of the Whole,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
call up the bill H. R. 15706, and that it be considered in the
House as in the Committee of the Whole, Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr, TILLMAN, Mr. Speaker, I move that the first reading
of the bill be dispensed with.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the first reading
of the bill be dispensed with. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill
by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 15708) granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and certain
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War and the widows
of such soldiers and sailors,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill for amend-
ment.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws—

The name of Charles A, Wilkerson, late of Company B, Fiftieth Regi-
ment Towa Volunteer Infant‘r{, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of George C. Williams, late of Company ‘A, Thirty-first
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $12 f.»er month,

The name of Frank A. James, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay bim a pension
at the rate of $24 per month.

The name of Dillard Pliman, late of Commny C, Twenty-sixth
Regiment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $12 “per month,

he name of Edward A. Ward, late of Com
Regiment United States Infantry, War with
pension at the rate of $17 per month.

The name of Iferman Platz, late of Compan{. H, Third Regiment
Yolunteer Engineers, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Charles N. Benson, late of Company F, One hundred
and fifty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantr{. War with Spain,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Noah Collins, late of Company I, Second Regiment Ten-
nessee Volunteer Infantry, War with Spaln, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Michael 8. Kane, late of Battery A, First Battalion
Maine Volunteer Heavy Artillery, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $17 per month.

The name of John H. Caldwell, late of Company K, Twenty-second
Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $17 per month. 7

The name of James P. Kennedy, late of Company M, Thirty-sixth
Regiment United States Volunteer inmntr}'. War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Taylor Hubbard, late of Company I, Eighth Regiment
United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 ger month in lieu of t he is now receiving,

The name of Jacob C. Wright, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Charles H. Jackson, late of Company M, First Regiment
South Dakota Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Floyd L. Green, late of Com?ang K, Thirty-fifth Regi-
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
Thirty-fourth

pension at the rate of i;m Fe;iel‘.‘ month.

The name of James E. Kennedy, late of Compnn.y C
Regiment United States Volunteer inmntr}'. War with épain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Sylvester P. Martin, late of Comdpany K, Fifth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $17 per month.

The name of John J, Camac, late of Company H, Fourth R
Tnited States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Phoebe J. Lincoln, former widow of Matthew Carlos,
Jate of Comgani B, Twenty-first Regiment United States Infantry,
Bngui;r Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of §12 per
month,

The name of Howard L. Burnpett, late of Troop I, Fourth United
Btates Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$17 per month,
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The name of Rufus Adamson, late of Troop M, Sixth United States
Cavalry, ]‘]\'ar with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of §24
per month,

The name of Oliver Freeman, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month. :
_The name of Grover Colter, late of Company G, Fourteenth Regiment
United States Infantry, Re r Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Albert W. Ankney, late of Companles B and G, Eighth
Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of George Hall, late of Company H, Second Battalion Engi-
neers, United States Army, Regnlar Establishment, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 per month.

_The name of James Lee, late of Company D, Twenty-fourth Regiment
United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of William H. Hill, late of Troop K, Eighth Regiment
United States Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Oryille H. Millg, late of Company B, Thirty-third Regi-
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of James Lynch, late a member of the United States Marine
Corps, United States Navy, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of John W. Smith, late of Company K, Ninth Regiment I1li-
nois Volunteer Infaniry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

_The name of James M. Conner, late of Company A, First Regiment
Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $17 per month.

The name of William 8. Whitley, late of Company B, Tenth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, War with Sg:lln, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Charles H. Jessee, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay a pension at the
rate of §17 per month.

The name of Arthur D. Warden, late of Company M, Nineteenth Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, and Quartermaster Corps
United States Army, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension a
the rate of $17 per month.

The name of Carl N. Nelson, late of Company B, Thirty-third Regl-
ment Michi%an Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $§12 per month.

The name of Jeremiah H, Worthley, late of Com@ny L, Twenty-
seventh Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain,
aml pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Silas Clyde Whitcomb, late of Company I, Fourth Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him
a I1.7(;1:|si0n at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now re-
ceiving.

The name of James W, Smith, late of Company B, Second Regiment
Nebraska Volunteer Infantg, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of John F. Hazelrigg, late of Troop D, Fourth Regiment
TUnited States Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month in lien of that he is now m“in!i'r

The name of Andrew J. Bri late of Company F, I'irst Regiment
Kentueky Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, ang pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 Eer month.

The name of John A. Falvey, late of Com;ilang L, Thirty-first Regi-
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, War wit pain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $17 per month.

The name of Thomas J. Cook, dependent father of George C. Cook,
deceased, late of Battery G, First Regiment United States Artillery,
War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Katherine Cotter, dependent mother of Thomas J. Cotter,
late of Troop A, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, Regular Estab-
lishment, and gm_v her a feusion at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Willlam J. Walker, late of Hospital Co United States
Army, and Company E, Second Regiment Missourl Volunteer Infantry,
War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $§12 per month.

The name of Marion Rosser, late of Company C, First Regiment
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Nels Christensen, late of Company C, First Battalion
Wyoming Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Clark P. Hoskins, lnfe of the Hospital Corps and Fifth
Company, United States Coast Artillery, Regular Establishment, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of John J. Ludwig, late of Company L, Third Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per month. 3

The name of John F. Mossberg, late of Company D, Fifteenth Regi-
ment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Herbert B. Holloway, late of Company H, Third Regi-
ment Virginia Volunteer Intantri;. War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Harold A. Salisbury, late of Capt. John L. Bperry's
company, Umatilla Guards, Oregon State Militia, Bannock Indian War,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Wedding Colgate, late of Company C, Twentleth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of George Plewackl, late of Company K, Twenty-third
Regiment United States Infantry, Re r Establishment, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $24 per month,

The name of Charles E. Keck, late of the Hospltal Corps, United
States Army, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at Ee rate of
$40 per month.

The name of Isaac F. Lanham, late of Company I, Second Re
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of George W. Burchard, late of Company B, Twenty-seventh
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantrg, War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $17 per month,

ment
im a
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The name of Edward Stephens, late of Company K, Nineteenth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a
pension at the rate of §12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of William T. l{urﬂhy, late of Company G, Thirtleth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $24 per month, y

The mame of Charles I°. Gilroy, late of Company F. First Regiment
Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 per month.

Tae name of William Ellison, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment
United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Eli Gusdonowicz, alias Eli Guedonowicz, late of Com-

L, Fifteenth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Iu!autr{, War with
g;:{u, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, |

The name of Robert Heunkel, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment
United States Infantry, Re]]m.lar Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Willlam F. Fogarty, late of the United States Marine
Corps, United States Navy, R Establishment, and pay him a
pension at the rate of §17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.,

The name of James T. Breen, late of Troop I, Becond Regiment

United States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of §24 per month.
. The name of Jacob Copeland, late of Company F, First Regiment
United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now rectivlnﬁ.e
. The name of Isaac J. Burk, late of Company B, Sixth giment
United States Volunteer ln{nntrf, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
gion at the rate of $17 per month,

The name of Jonathan ¥, Titus, jr., late of Battery T, Fifth United
States Light Artillery, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in lien of that he Is now receivinf. :

The name of Ellis O. Greely, late of ComPung II, Fourteenth Regi-
ment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of George Casseboom, late of Company A, First Regiment
California Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $24 per month.

The name of Henry Simpsen, late of Company L, One hundred and
fifty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month,

The name of John Weiss, late of Hospital Corps, United States Army,
Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month in lHen ol that he is now recelving.

The name of Walter W. Drunn, late of Company E, One hundred and
sixtleth Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 month,

name of Nicholas Vincent, late of Company E, First Regiment
Montana Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, aml pay him a pension
at the rate of ?12 r month.

The name of Willlam D. Mickley, late major Fourth Re ent Penn-
sgylvania Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $17 per month in lien of that he is now recely

The name of Eleanora Bhar?e, wildow of Andrew Sharpe, late of Com-
pany E, Ninth Regiment United States Infantry, Regular Establish-
ment, and pay her a pension at the rate of §12 month.

The name of Louls B. Wiechman, late of roo;{ID. First Regiment
United States Cavalry, and Ordnance Department United States Army,
‘War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 ?er month,

The name of Frederick W Duden,.late of Troop D, Third Regiment

Tnited States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin
The name of Me¢Donald Wells, late of Company M, Twenty-seventh

Regiment United States Infantry, Hegular Establlshment, and pay him

a velnslon at the rate of $17 per month in lien of that he is now re-
ng.

D Thegm of Willlam E. Davis, late of C!ompa:_f D, Twenty-sixth

Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Qpﬂln, and pay

him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

< The name of John Maloy, late of Comp:ﬁ* E, Seventeenth Negiment

Unétec} I;tlnzten Infanﬁr. War with Spain, pay him a pension at the

rate o month. .

" The mmepe:f Greer T. Neal, late of Company L, Eighth Regiment

United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the

rate of $40 per month.

The rame of Ellsworth G, Beers, late of the United States Nayy, War
with Bpain, and him a pension at the rate of §12 per month.

.' The name of Tony Verrosso, late of Company II, First Regiment Dela-
ware Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §17 per month.

The name of Willlam V. Richardson, late of Com
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with
himin lx?zﬂnﬂon at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of
receiving. y

The name of Michael Levi, late of Troop A, Fourth Regiment United
States Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per month.

The name of Jobe C. Walton, late of Company I, Thirty-third Regl-
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Hpain, and pay him
a p?ﬁ(m at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

The name of Charles Michener, late of Baitery F, First Rogiment
United States Field Artillery, Regular Establishment, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of George Polleti, Jate of Troop D, Seventh Regiment
United States Cavalry, R:fnl.nr Establishment, Indian wars, and pay
Rim a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of R W. Barker, late of Company A, Iespital Corps,
United States Army, lar Establishment, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per monih.

The name of Frank J. Brolley, late of Company D, Second ent
Tnited States Volunieer Engincers, War 11|'itgl E:fpnln, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of James (irantham, late of Battery I, Third Regiment
United States Artillery. War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month.

The name of Generai G. Burris, late of Company C, Forty-eighth
Regiment United States Volunteer Infartry, War with Spain, and pay
m:{ pension at the rate of $17 per month in Jieu of that he is now

aiving,

The name of Loue Thompson, late of the United States Navy, War
with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per mont

ny I, Forty-first
in, and pay
at he is now

The name of Irven P. Cammarn, late of Company B, Second Regi-
%ent Oil;liio B\;:;l;mteea:j Infsngy and ll:imitalt (igrps, Uult‘od e,“"“" Army,
ar w n, and pa, m a on a e rate of §24 th
in lieu of that he is nawrreceiving.m $34 ber; mon
The name of Christine Neubert, de
furth, late of Company K, Second
fantry, War with gm
mon

The name of Eliza L. Ellis, helpless and dependent daughter of Wil--
liam West, 'ate of Capt. M. Huntington’s company, North Caro}Tna.
Hﬂlg:. War of 1812, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per
mon

The name of Fred E. Kieg, late of Company G, Third Regiment Con-
necticut Volunteer Iarnnlr{. War with Spain, and pay him a pension-
at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Katharina Bamberg, widow of Nicholas Bamberg, late
of Company @, Thirty-first Regiment United States Infantry, Kegular
Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month
and $2 per month additional on aecount of the minor child of the
said Nicholas Bamberg until she reaches the age of 16 years. .

The foregoing bill is a substitute for the following House bills
referred to the Committee on Iensions:

ndent mother of Herman Stein-
egiment Wisconsin Volunteer 1n-
pain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per

H. R. 407. Charles A, Wilkerson. M. R. 10496, Wedding Colgate,

H. R. 585. George €. Willlams, H. R. 10546, George Plewackd,
H.R. 610, Frank A, James, I1. R. 10684, Charles E. Keck.

H, R. 1138, Dillard Pliman. H. R. 10809, Isane ¥, Lanham,
H. R, 1579. Edward A. Ward. H. R. 10951, George W. Barchurd,
I. R.1773. Herman Platz. II. R. 11224, Edward Stephens.
H. R. 1815, Charles N. Benson. L. R, 11286, Willlam 'I'. Murphy.
H. R. 1911, Noah Collins, I1. R. 11380, Charles 1. Gliroy,
1L R. 1958, Michael 8, Kane, H. R, 11469, William Elliscn.

IL. R. 3481. John II. Caldwell. H.R. 11474, Eli Gusdonowiecrz,
H. R. 4087, James P. Kennedy. alias Eli Guedono-
H. R. 4153, Taylor ITubbard. : wlecz.

H. R. 4174. Jacob C. Wright. . R, 11500. Robert Heukel,

II. R. 4221, Charles H. Jackson, H. R, 11821, Willlam F. Fegarty,
H. R. 4407, Floyd L. Green. IL R, 11859, James T, Lreen,

H. R. 4421, James E. Kennedy. I R. 12000, Jacch Copelamd.

H. R. 4544. Sylvester P. Martin, H. R. 12121, Isaac J. Burk.

H. R. 4590. John J, mac, H. R. 12151, Jonathan ¥, Pitus, jr.
H. R. 4708, Phoebe J. Lincoln. H. R, 12242, Hllis 0. Greely.

H. R. 5038, Howard L. Burnett, H. R. 12291, George Casseboom.
H. R. 5041. Rufus Adamson, H. R, 12308, Herry Simpson,

IL R. 6217, Oliver Freeman. IL R. 12475, John Welss,

H. R, 6393. Grover Colter, H. R. 12482, Walter W. Brunn,
. R. 6767. Albert W. Arnkney. H. R, 12494, Nichelas Vincent, -
H. R. 7123, Geotge Hall, . R. 12500, Wiltam D, Mickley.
H. R. 7528 James Lee, H. R.12570. Eleanora Sharpe,

I R.T7T17. William_ H. ITill. . R. 12583. Louis K. Wiechman,
H. R. 7954, Orville IL Mills, M. R. 12675. Frederick W. Dudden,
H. R. 8035. James Lynch, H. R, 12678, MeDonald Wells.

H. R. 8122, John W. Smith. . R, 12680, Willlam E. Davis.
H. R. 8200. James M. Connor, H. R. 12745, John Maloy.

H. It. 8407, William 8, Whitley. 1. L. 12792, Greer T. Neal.

H. R. 8514. Charles H. Jessee. H. R. 12828, Ellsworth G, Decrs.
11. R. 8603. Arthor D). Warden, H. R, 12993. Tony Verrosso.

IL. R. 8741, Carl N. Nelson. H. k. 13218. Willlam V., Richard.
I K. 8810. Jeremiak IT. Worthley. son,

H. R. 8842, Silas Clyde Whitcomb, H, R. 18292. Michael Levi.

H. R. 8008, James W. Smith. H. R. 153314, Jobe C. Walton.

H. R. 9023, John F. Hazelrigg. II. R. 13336. Charles Michener,

H. R. 9040. Andrew J. Briggs. IL R. 13476, George Polletl.

H. R. 9074. John A. Falvey. I1. R, 13480, Hoscoe W. Barker,
H. R. 9351. Thomas J. Cook. H. R, 13490, Frank J. Drolley.

Ii. R. 8388, Katherine Cotter. H. R, 13668, James Grantham.

IL. R. 9522 William J. Walker, H. It. 14211, General G. Burris,
H. R. 9651. Marion Rosser. IL R. 14744, Loue Thompson.

H. R. 9740, Nels Christensen. H. R. 14805, Irven P. Cammarn,
H. R. 9086, Clark P. Hoskins, I, R. 14815, Christine Neubert.
H. R. 10016, John J. Ludwig. H. R. 15060, Mrs. R. L. Ellis.

H. R. 10062, John F. Mossberg. H. R. 15070, Fred BE. Kies,

H. R. 10328, Herbert B, Holloway. I, R, 15680, Katharina Bamberg.

1. R. 10488, Harold A. Salisbury.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The Dbill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. TimraAN, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table,

VALIDATION OF CERTAIN WAR COXNTRACTS—CONFERENCE REPORT
(NO. 1057).

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report
on the bill H. R, 13274, and ask unanimous consent that the
statement be read in lieu of the report.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I think the report is more
informing than the statement.

Mr. FIELDS. Very well.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report.

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Mr. Speaker. this is a very im-
portant matter, and I make the point there is no quorum in
the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point
that there is no quorum present. The Chair will count. [After
counting.] Evidently there is no quornm present.

Mr. DENT. Mr, Speaker, I move a call of the House.

The. motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the
Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk will
call the roll. 5
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The roll was called, and the following Members failed to an-
Bwer fo their names:

Almon Drukker Eemmﬂ.y. R.I. Sanders, Ind
‘Anthony pré Kettne Sanders, La.
“Ashbrook Eagan Key, Ohlo Sanders, N. Y.
‘Barkley Eagle sg, Pa. Saunders, Va.
Birch Esch Kinkaid Schall
‘Bland, Ind. Estopinal LaGuardia Scully
‘Booher Farr Langley Bears
‘Borland Lobeck Sells
Bowers Fess Longworth Shackleford
‘Brumbaugh Flynn Laun ouse
Burnett Fordney McAndrews Sims
Cadwel Gandy” “"‘“"m Mi hgﬁi}i“ ¥
aldwe n n, Mic
Campbell, Pa, Gillett Maher
Cantrill Godwin, N, C. Miller, Minn, Shyde!:
Caraway Goodall Montague Steenerson
Carlin Grahany, Pa. Moon Stephens, Nebr.
Carter, Mass, Gray,N.J Mudd trong
Ch.nndier N.Y. Greene, VL. Neely Sullivan
Cleary Nicholg, Mich.
Coad Hamill Norton Tague
Costello Hamilton, Mich. ©O'Shaunessy Taylor, Ark. |
Cox Hamilton, N. ¥, Padgett Templeton
Curry, Cal, . Haskell Park Tinkham
Dall Haugen Parker, N. J. Vare
Darrew Hayes Phelan Venable
Davey Heaton Pou Waldow
Pavis Heintz Pratt Walsh
&ﬂl{er gei\? i Pmriycfu wwmmom
ney elvering n [ 0
Denison Hensi? Rea Wilson, IlL
Dewalt Tust Riordan Winslow
DiH Hutehinson Woed, Ind.
Daooling Igoe Rowland Woods, Iowa
Doremus Johnson, Ky. Rubey
Drane Kelley, Mi Russell

The SPEAKER. On this vote 286 Members—a quorum—an-
swered to their names.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further
proceedings under the ecall

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to dis-
pense with further preceedings under the call. The question is
on agreeing to that motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAEER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors, and the
Clerk will report the conference repert.

The Clerk read the cenference report.

The committee of conference on the disagreeing vetes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R
13274) to provide relief where formal contraets have not been
made in the manmer required by law having met, after full and

their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment
as follews: In lieu of the matter proposed by the Senate
amendment, insert the following:

“That the Seeretary of War be, and he ig hereby, authorized
to adjust, pay, or discharge any agreement, express or impled,
upon a fair and equitable basis that has been entered into in
goed faith during the present emergency and prior to November
12, 1918, by any eofficer or agent acting under his autherity, di-
rection, or instruction, or that of the President, with any person,
firm, or corporation for the acquisition of lands, or the use
thereof, or for damages resulting from notice by the Govern-
ment of its intention to acquire or use said lands, or for the
preduction, manufacture, sale, acquisition, or control of equip-
ment, materials, or supplies, or for services, or for facilities, or
other purposes connected with the proesecution of the war, when
such agreement has been performed in whole or in part, or ex-
penditures have been made or obligations incurred upon the
faith of the same by any such person, firm, or corporation prior
to November 12, 1918, and such agreement has not been ex-
ecuted in the manner prescribed by law: Provided, That in no
case shall any award either by the Secretary of War or the
Court of Claims include prospective or possible profits on any
part of the contract beyond the goods and supplies delivered to
and accepted by the United Stafes and a reasonable remunera-
tion for expenditures and obligations or liabilities necessarily
incurred in performing or preparing to perform said contraet
or order: Provided further, That this aet shall not authorize
payment to be made of any claim not presented before June 30,
1919: And provided further, That the Secretary of War shall
report to Congress at the beginning of its next session follow-
ing June 30, 1919, a detailed statement showing the nature,
terms, and conditions of every such agreement and the payment
or adjustment thereof: And provided further, That no settle-
ment of any claim arising under any such agreement shall bar
the United States Government through any of its duly author-
ized agencies, or any committee of Congress hereafter duly ap-

- sta

tutory
'not be applicable to suck adjustments.
free conference, have agreed to recommend and de recommend to |

Fp«;q!.t:tte{‘.l, from the right of review of such settlement, nor the

right of recovery of any money paid by the Gevermment to any
party under any settlement entered into or payment made un-

 der the provisions of this aet, if the Government has been de-
frauded, and the right of recovery in all such eases shall exist

against the exeentors, administraters, heirs, successors, and as-
signs, of any party or parties: And provided further, That noth-
ing in this aect shall be construed to relieve any officer or agent
of the United States from criminal prosecution under the pro-
visions of any statute of the United States for any frand eor
eriminal conduct: And provided further, That this act shall in
ne way relieve or excuse any officer or his agent from such
criminal presecution because of any irregularity er illegality in
the manner of the execution of such agreement: And provided
fuwrther, That in all proceedings hereunder witnesses may be
compelled to attend, appear, and testify, and produce books,
papers, and letters, or other documents; and the elaim that any
such testimony or evidence may tend te criminate the persom
giving the same shall not excuse such witness from testifying,
but such evidence or testimony shall net be used against such

 person in the trial of any criminal

proceeding.
“ Sec. 2, That the Court of Claims is hereby given jurisdiction
on petition of any individual, firm, cempany, or eorporatien

| referred to in seetion 1 hereof, te find and award fair and just

compensation in the cases specified in said section in the event
that such individual, firm, company, or corporation shall not
be willing to accept the adjustment, payment, or compensation
offered by the Secretary of War as hereinbefore provided, or in
the event that the Seeretary of War shall fail or refuse to effer
a satisfactory adjustment, payment, or compensation as pro-
vided for in said section.

“ S8gc. 3. That the Secretary of War, through such agency as

he may designate or establish is empowered, upon such terms

as he or it may determine to be in the interest of the United
Staies, to make equitable and fair adjustments and agreements,

‘upon the termination or in settlement or readjustment of agree-
' ments or arrangements entered into with any foreign govern-
'ment or governments or nationals thereof, prior to November

12, 1018, for the furnishing fo the American Expeditionary
Forces or otherwise for war purposes of supplies, materials,
facilities, services or the use of property, or for the furnishing

| of any thereof by the United States to any foreign government
-or governments, whether or not such agreements or arrange-

ments have been entered into im accordance with applicable
provisions; and the other provisiens ef this act shall

“8gc. 4, That whenever, under the provisions of this aet,
the Secretary of War shall make an award to any prime eomn-
tractor with respect to any portion of his contract whieh he
shall have sublet to any other persom, firm, or eorperation who

' has in good faith made expenditures, incurred obligations, ren-

dered service, or furnished material, equipment, or supplies to

' such prime contractor, with the knowledge and appreval of any

agent of the Secretary of War duly authorized thereunto, be-
fore payment of said award the Secretary of War shall require
such prime eontractor to present satisfactory evidence of having
paid said subcontractor or of the consent of said subeontractor

 to Jook for his compensation to said prime confraetor only; and
| in the case of the failure of said prime contractor to present
' such evidence or such consent, the Secretary of War shall pay

directly to said subcontractor the amount found to be due
under said award; and in case of the insolvency of any prime
contractor the subcontractor of said prime contractor shall
have a liem upon the funds arising from said award prior and
superior to the lien of any general creditor of said prime con-
tractor.

“8ec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is

' hereby, authorized to adjust, pay, or discharge any agreement,

express or implied, upon a fair and eguitable basis the amount
or amounts ef meney heretofore invested or contracted to be in-
vested and obligations incurred in good faith by any and all
persons, firms, or corporations for produeing or in good faith ac-
quiring property for produeing, within the United States, for
the purpose of supplying the urgent needs of the Nation during

' the war, any ores or mineral substances mentioned and enumer-

ated in the act entitled “An act to provide further for the na-
tional security and defense by encouraging the production, eon-
serving the supply, and controlling the distribution of those
ores, metals, and minerals which have formerly been largely
imported, or of which there is or may be an inadequate sup-
ply ;" approved October 5, 1918, the production of which was
requested or demanded by the War Industries Board, the War
Trade Board, the Shipping Board, the Emergency Fleet Corpora-

| tion or the Department of the Interior and which has been pere

formed in whole or in part by any such person, firm, or cerporas
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tion prior to November 12, 1918 ; and that said Secretary ascer-
tain, determine, adjust, liguidate, and, out of the moneys pro-
vided and appropriated by said act, pay to the parties justly
entitled thereto the amounts of such losses and damages as he,
the said Secretary shall find and determine to have been sus-
tained by reason of having made said investments for said pur-
poses, and that in each case he shall make such determination,
provision, settlement, advancement, or final payment, or by
agreement with claimants take such other action as he shall find
and determine to be just and equitable; that the decision and
action of said Secretary in each case shall be conclusive and
final; that all payments shall be made, and all expenses in-
curred by the said Secretary shall be paid from the funds appro-
priated by the said act of October 5, 1918, and that said funds
and appropriations shall continue to be available for said pur-
poses until such time as the said Secretary shall have fully exer-
cised the authority hereby granted and performed and completed
the duties hereby provided and imposed: Provided, however,
That said Secretary shall consider, approve, and dispose of only
such claims as shall be made hereunder and filed with the De-
partment of the Interior within three months from and after
the approval of this act.

That a report of all operations under this section, including
receipts and disbursements, shall be made to Congress on or
before the first Monday in December of each year.

That nothing in this section shall be construed to confer juris-
diction upon any court to entertain a suit against the United
States.

Amend the title so as to read: “An act to provide relief in
cases of contracts connected with the prosecution of the war,
and for other purposes.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

W. J. FIELDS,

Jurius KAHN,

Managers on the part of the House,

GEO. E. CHAMBERLAIN,
DuncAx U. FLETCHER,
C. 8. THOMAS,
F. E. WARREN,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

.

STATEMENT.

The conferees agreed upon the general language of the House
bill, so far as section 1 is concerned, together with the provision
adopted by the House requiring presentation of claims not later
than June 30, 1919. The Secretary of War is required to re-
port to Congress in detail a statement of the settlement made.
No settlement shall bar the Government of the right of review
and recovery for fraud, and no officer or agent of the Govern-
ment shall be relieved of liability for fraud or eriminal conduct.
This section contains a provision that witnesses may be com-
pelled to attend and testify.

Section 2 gives the Court of Claims jurisdiction in the event
the settlement of the Secretary of War is not accepted.

Section 3 authorizes settlements with foreign Governments
and their citizens upon the same terms and conditions as such
Governments themselves settle their own contracts,

Section 4 authorizes the adjustment of the claims of subcon-
tractors.

Section 5 provides for the settlement of mining contracts by
the Secretary of the Interior.

W. J. FIELDs,

Jurivs KAHN,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, can some arrangement be
made as to the time between those who favor and those who
oppose the conference report?

Mr, FILEDS. Time will be given to those in opposition; and
if I control the time on this side, I shall follow the policy of
alternating between those opposed and those favoring, if that
is desired, so that we can divide the time equally between the
two sides.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the opposition have half of the time
with those who favor the report?

Mr. FIELDS. Yes.

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma.
recommit now in order?

The SPEAKER. No.

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. At the proper time I want to
offer n motion to recommit if no one else does.

The SPEAKER. It would be in order to make the motion to
recommit——

Mr, MANN.

The SPEAKER.

Mr. Chairman, is a motion to

If you ean get the floor.
Yes; if you can get the floor.

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma.
for that purpose.

Mr, STAFFORD. Can we not have an agreement as to the
time before the discussion begins?

Mr. FIELDS. As to the control of the time or as to the
length of time?

Mr. HAMLIN Both.

Mr, FIELDS. This general proposition has been discussed in
the House, and the particular item upon which the opposition
here seems to be centered was discussed for over an hour, or
an hour and a half, in the House.

Mr. GORDON. Yes; and the House rejected it 3 to 1.

Mr. FIELDS. Well, I differ with the gentleman.

Mr. GORDON. Well, it did.

Mr. FIELDS. I will say to the gentleman that the gentleman
from California [Mr. KAux] and myself both asked to be sent
to the conference uninstructed and voted against the instrue-
tions of the conferees.

Mr. MADDEN. A man on the conference goes into the con-
ference to represent the House which sends him.

Mr. HAMLIN. The vote which the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. Gorpox] refers to was not on the question of instructing
the conferees. It was on the question of concurring in the
Senate amendment.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I think an hour on each side
would be sufficient.

Mr. GORDON. No; I would like to have a little time on this.

Mr, DENT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest that the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr. Fierps], who has charge of the con-
ference report, may be allowed to proceed with the debate for
an hour, and then there may be other gentlemen who wish to
be heard pro and con on it, and then there will be time to
extend it.

Mr. GORDON. I want to be heard on the “ con " side.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the opposition have half of the time,
to be equally divided with those who favor the report?

Mr. FIELDS. I ask unanimous consent, then, Mr. Speaker,
that the debate on this conference report be confined to one
hour, one-half to be controlled by the gentleman from Wiscon«
sin [Mr. Starrorp] and one-half to be controlled by myself,
and at the expiration of that time the previous question shall
be considered as ordered.

Mr. FOSTER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker——

Mr. MANN. I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects.
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Freros] is recognized.

Mr. HAMLIN rose.

I would like to get the floor

The

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Missouri rise?
Mr., HAMLIN, I desire to submit a unanimous-consent re-

quest, if I may. If the gentleman from Kentucky will yield, I
would like to submit a unanimous-consent request.

Mr. FIELDS. If the gentleman will make his request briefly,
I will yield.

Mr. HAMLIN. This is a very important matter. It involves
millions of dollars. The proposition involved has never really
been considered by the House, and I think the IHouse can well
afford to take two hours upon if.

Mr. FIELDS. I can not yield to the gentleman fo make a
speech.

Mr. WINGO. Regular order, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas demands the
regular order. The regular order is that if these gentlemen
are going to debate this thing they had better start.
[Laughter.]

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask that the debate be limited to two hours,
one half to be controlled by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
Fierns] and the other half to be controlled by the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorn], at the end of which time the
previous question may be considered as ordered and a vote
taken.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
nmious consent that the debate on this conference report shall
not exceed two hours, one half to be controlled by the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr. Fieros] and the other half by the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp]. Is there objection?

Mr. WINGO. And at the end of that time the previous ques-
tion is to be considered as ordered. }

The SPEAKER. Yes. And at the end of that time the pre-
vious question is to be considered as ordered. Is there objec-
tion?

Mr, FOSTER. I object.

Mr. GARRETT of Texas rose.

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Texas rise? .
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Mr. GARRETT of Texas. To submit a parliamentary in-
quiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, is this being taken out of my
time?

The SPEAKER. No. What is the parliamentary inquiry of
the gentleman from Texas?

Mr, GARRETT of Texas. I would like to know if at the end
thie gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Canrer] shall be recognized
to make a preferential motion?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
from Oklahoma.

Mr. MAXN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD]
is entitled to be recognized.

The SPEAKER. No. The first man who gets up in opposi-
tion to the bill is entitled to it. The Chair has always given
preference in making the motion to recommit to the Repub-
lican side of the House—the minerity. Still, the rule is for
the man who qualifies to oppose the bill to have that right.
That is the end of it.

Mr., MANN. I do not care who is recognized to make the
motion,

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
from Oklahoma if he qualifies. Is the gentleman frem Okla-
homa opposed fo this bill?

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Yes; with this amendment in it,
I am.

Mr. FOSTER. That is not a preper qualification.

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. I am opposed to this conference
report with this amendment in it.

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will qualify without any
limitation, the Chair will recognize him.

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry,

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it.

The LONDON. What is before the House now is the con-
ference report and not the bill?

The SPEAKER. Of course it is

Mr. LONDON. And therefore the qualification goes to the
conference report, and the question is, Is the gentieman opposed
to the conference report?

The SPEAKER. Of course the qualification goes fo the con-
ference report. There is no trouble about that.

AMr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas demands the
regular order. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Firrps] is
recognized for an hour.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, CANNON, Is the motion to recommit in order before
the gentleman from Kentucky has his hour?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is,

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, under the rules the motion to
recommit can be made only when a Member gets the floor, ex-
cert where the previous question has been ordered, and then it
iz ‘a matter of right to make the motion. Before the previous
juestion is ordered the gentleman must be able to get the floor
in his own right in order to make the motion.

The SPEAKER. Here is the situation: It is the habit of
the House to consider the motion to adopt the conference
report as pending. Now, another gentleman gets up and makes
a preferential motion. The Chair does not see that it makes a
particle of difference when the motion te recommit is made.
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Fierps] will please proceed.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, 1 have been waiting very pa-
tiently for this opportunity.

1 wish to explain briefly the report, and I trust that I may
not be interrupted until I have concluded my brief explanation.

The first section of the report vests in the Secretary of War
authority to settle claims contracted by the War Department.
The conferees used the House language as the basis of the bill.

Section 2 of the conference report confers upon the Court of
Claims jurisdiction te consider the petition of the claimants
if they are dissatisfied with the adjustment made by the Secre-
tary of War. g

Section 3 deals with foreign contracts. This amendment was
put in by the Senate, and then, at the request of the War De-
partment, was revised by the conferees, for the reason that it
seemed proper to settle with foreign contraetors in the same way
that their governments were settling with them, and the pro-
visions of the Heuse bill would not permit such settlements.

Section 4 deals with subcontractors. It may be that there are
five subcontractors in a particular case. Probably settlements
ecan be had with four of them. This provision provides that
payments may be made to those with whom seftlements can be
reached. It would be manifestly unfair to hold up a part of

the subcontractors because, forsooth, an agreement had not becn
reached with one of them. It would also give that subcon-
tractor a long lever if he believed that by holding ont he
might get the terms demanded because he had the whole situa-
tion blocked.

That is briefly the substance of the report down to section 5,
which seems to be the basis of the controversy here,

Mr. Speaker, the obligations that were incurred by the Gov-
ernment in the production of war materials were not incurred
by the War Department alone. Some men were called upon to
furnish eres or minerals of different kinds. They were called
upon by the Department of the Interior, by the Shipping Board,
by the War Trade Board, by the War Industries Board, and by
the Emergency Fleet Corporation. These men responded to the
call and invested their money. I understand that many of them
are bankrupt to-day. These materials were war materials,
Though their production was not requested by the Secretary of
War, it was requested for the same purpose and the same uses
as were the materials the production of which was requested
by the Secretary of War. The Senate amendment would have
included production made upon request through the public press,
through advertisements, or, in faet, would have covered every
character of produection of this kind., When we were discussing
this question a few days ago I stated to the House that I was
opposed to including claims based upon that sort of request.
So the conferees agreed to confine these claims to production
demanded or requested by the Department of the Interior, by
the War Trade Board, by the Shipping Board, by the Emergency
Fleet Corporation, and by the War Industries Board.

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield for.a question?

Mr. FIELDS. Let me conclude my statement first, please.
Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that when these ngencies
of the Government that were the chief organizations which were
instrumental in promoting production for the prosecution of
the war called citizens of this country to Washington or sent
their agents to see them and requested them to engage in pro-
duction for the prosecution of the war, the Government therehy
incurred a moral obligation, whether there was any statute
authorizing it or not. A bill passed this House some three
months prior to October 5 which would have legalized all these
claims had it passed the Senate in thwe, and I think it is fair
to assume that these agencies of the Government, acting in
anticipation of the emactment of that law, incurred these
obligations.

Now, men put their money into these materials, and, as I =aid
a4 moment ago, they are bankrupt in the event that the Govern-
ment does not take care of them. I think it would be unfair
to desert these men now, I think it matters not whether these
requests were made through the Secretary of War, through
the Department of the Interior, through the War Trade Board,
through the Shipping Board, or the Emergency Fleet Corpora-
tion. They came from the Government of the United States,
and whether there was a law upon the statute books at that
time or not those agencies had the moral support of the people
of the United States, and any individuval who had refused fo
meet the request of one of these agencies would have been
charged with being a slacker and almost a fraitor.

But men did not refuse, They responded to the request of
the legally constituted agencies of their Government, invested
their money, and produced the goods, and I believe that the
Government thereby incurred a moral obligation that it should
now meet.,

The question will be asked probably as to the amount of
these claims. Mr. Manning, of the Department of the Interior,
appeared before the conferees and stated that they would run
from four and a half to eight million dollars. The bill pro-
vides that these claims must be filed within three months after
the enactment of the law, which removes the fear that in years
to come some man will come up under the provisions of this
act and say that he engaged in industry for the support of the
Government and has a just claim.

So I feel, Mr. Speaker, that the Government of the United
States should at this time, considering the way that the people
of the country came to the support of the Government and con-
sidering the position that any man would have been placed in
had he refused to comply with the requests of these agents—I
say the Government should meet this moral obligation. I will
reserve the balance of my time,

Mr. McKENZIE. Before the gentleman yields the floor, will
he yield for a question?

Mr. FIELDS. Yes.

Mr. McKENZIE. The gentleman has been talking about the
moral obligation of the Government connected with these. dif-
ferent claims, I want to ask him if it is not a fact that the
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administration, particularly the Secretary of Agriculture and
many of his agents, not only requested the farmers of the coun-
try, but went out and talked to them, wrote to them, and urged
them to plant wheat, and that previous to that time the Congress
of the United States had passed a law guaranteeing the farmer
the price of $2.26 a bushel?

Mr. FIELDS. Yes; guaranteed in advance.

Mr. McKENZIE. Under that request is it not possible that
many of the farmers of the West went out'and bought seed
wheat, seed drills, and machinery, sowed his wheat, the drouth
came and he lost his labor, he had the money invested in the
machinery, and do you think that there is a moral obligation
resting upon the Government to pay these men the $2.26 a bushel
for whatever wheat they might produce, but that it should now
pay them for the machinery and the efforts they made in plant-
ing wheat with the expectation of getting $2.26 a bushel, but
where no grain was raised? !

Mr. FIELDS. I will answer the gentleman's question by ask-
ing him one. If we had the right to guarantee to the farmer in
advance the $2.26 for the production of wheat, is it morally right
for the Government to bankrupt these gentlemen——

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield further? I would
simply say to the gentleman from Kentucky that if a man
actually in the mining proposition had produced any manganese
or pyrites under the request of these agents of the Government
that the Government would be under a moral obligation to pay
these gentlemen for the products which they had produced.

Mr. GORDON. But they have not produced any.

“Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FIELDS. Yes.

Mr. LEVER. I want to say that the Secretary of Agriculture
and every agency of the Secretary, and even the President of
the United States, called upon the farmers of the country to
produce foodstuffs, oats, rye, barley, pork, hogs, and they have
done it in great abundance. We have more hogs in the country
to-day than at any time in our history. More than that, the
President called upon us, every agent called upon us, to buy
liberty bonds, and they are selling at 94. Would the gentleman
carry his theory so far as to ask the Government to pay these
losses which were met in pursuance of a patriotic duty?

Mr. FIELDS. Oh, the gentleman can go on and on and on,
but I am speaking of the investment and production of these
gentlemen who were requested to make it.

*Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FIELDS. I yield to my colleague.

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman, assuming
his premises, which I do not agree to, why vou should have
thrown around section 6 of the conference report none of the
safeguards you throw around other sections as to the contracts
you were attempting to validate? In other words, why in one
class it is wide open, with the decision of the Secretary of the
Interior final, and in the other—

Mr. FIELDS. It gives to claimants under the Secretary of
War a right that is not extended to these claimants, because if
a claimant under the first provision does not care to accept the
settlement of the Secretary of War he can appeal to the Court
of Claims. But, under this provision, if the claimant does not
accept the settlement of the Secretary of the Interior he can
not go to the Court of Claims.

Mr. SHERLEY. Why not let them in both cases go to the
Court of Claims? Is not that proof that he has no standing
even in a court of equity?
~ Mr. FIELDS. He has not the right extended to others in this
bill. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GORDON, Before the gentleman yields the floor will he
yield to me for a question?

* Mr. FIELDS. 1 yield.

Mr. GORDON. Where does the gentleman get the authority
for saying that there will only be $8,000,000 of these claims?

* Mr. FIELDS. I stated where I got my authority ; the Secre-
tary of the Department of the Interior appeared before the con-
ferees and made the statement.

Mr. GORDON. Under section 5 anybody who went out pros-
pecting for manganese will have a claim against the Govern-
ment. -

Mr. FIELDS. I am glad the gentleman raised that question,
becnuse I overlooked it. They stated that the only claims would
be on manganese, pyrites, chromium, and probably a little on
phosphates,

Mr. GORDON. I know, but they are not all in yet; wait for
the returns.

Mr. FIELDS. They know how much they requested and they
based it on that. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that it would be agree-
able to me for the gentleman from Wisconsin to control one-half
the time,

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following motion
to recommit,

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Wixco). Does the Ghair
understand the gentleman from Kentucky to yield the floor?

Mr. FIELDS. No; Mr. Speaker, I am not yielding the floor,

Mr. GORDON. I would like to speak in opposition to this,

Mr, FIELDS. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Howarp]. I do not yield to the gentleman from
Wisconsin to make a motion to recommit.

Mr. STAFFORD,. I understood the gentleman from Kentucky
had yielded the floor.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gen-
tleman from Kentucky to yield to the gentleman from Wiscon=
sin a part of his time,

Mr. FIELDS. I have not reached an agreement as to that,
and I understood that the gentleman from Wisconsin wanted
to debate the motion, but I did not agree to yield to him, nor do
I yield to him to offer a motion to recommit.

Mr. STAFFORD. I was not endeavoring to take advantage
of the genfleman under any circumstances. The gentleman
stated in effect that he yielded the floor.

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from
Georgia yield for a parliamentary inquiry?

Mr. HOWARD. I do if it is not taken out of my time.

i'I‘he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's time is run-
ning,

Mr. HOWARD. TLen I refuse to yield.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgla
is recognized for five minutes.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, the House has had this matter
under consideration now three or four times. It passed what
was known as the war-contracts bill on a previous occasion by .
a very large majority. That bill itself as it left the House and
went to the Senate and section 5 of the present conference
report are in identical language. For instance, let me read two
lines of each one of these sections fo show that the same safe-
guards, the same limitations, the same care, the same judicial
serutiny are imposed upon the Secretary of the Interior under
section 5 as are imposed upon the Secretary of War under the
original bill:

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to adjust,

pay, or discharge any reement, express or implied, upon a fair and
equitable basis that has been entered into in good faith—

And so forth.

Now, let us see what section 5 provides.

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOWARD. Just a moment. T want to get something in
an intelligent, coherent way before the House, and you can not
do it by answering questions every half minute. Therefore I
shall have to refuse to yield. Let us see what section 5§ says.
Let us look this thing in the face as it exists. They are talking
here about the farmers being induced to produce. Yes; they
were induced to produce some, and they did produce, and they
got the best prices that they ever got in the history of agricul-
ture for what they did produce, and they had a general, stabl»
market, whereas these men who were induced to produce had
only one customer; and who was that customer? The Govern-
ment of the United States. When the armistice was signed that
customer ceased to exist, and what thése men had produced had
practically no intrinsic value for the purposes for which it was
produced and under the conditions under which it was produced.
Let us see about the safeguards and the limitations which are
thrown around section 5 that gentlemen here are preparing to
strike from this conference report by a rereference of it to the
conferees. Section 5 provides:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 1s hereby, authorized to
adjust, pay, or discharge any agreement, express or implied, upon a

r and equitable basis, the amount or amounts of moneys heretofore
invested or contracted to be invested—

And so forth. That is exactly the same language,

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOWARD. No, I will not. The gentleman can debate
the matter in his own time. I have only five minutes. Let us
see what you do by your vote when you vote to disagree to the
conference report and strike-section 5 from it. You make
flesh of one and fowl of the other. You say that you repose the
greatest confidence in the Secretary of War and you say by
your vote in striking out section 5 that you do not repose the
same confidence in the Secretary of the Interior—that you are
willing to trust the Secretary of War in tire adjudication of
$1,680,000,000 worth of claims, but you are unwilling to place
that same degree of confidence in the great Secretary of the
Interior and permit him to settle four and a half million to eight
million dollars' worth of claims upon undertakings that were
entered into at the solicitation, at the suggestion, at the impor-
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tunity of the Secretary of the Interior, and for what? What did
he say to these men? Gentlemen here talk about running around
and paying a lot of prospectors, You are not paying a lot of
prospectors, you are paying a lot of patriotic citizens who in-
vested their cold money at the earnest solicitation of the great
Government of the United States, who had to have these deficits
made up in the importation of pyrites to this country, in order
that we might make munitions, to make up the deficit in the im-
portation of chrome into this country with which to line our
guns that wen the battle on the western front. You are paying

men who produced manganese to harden the steel in the guns

that we used in the great victory that this country and our
allies obtained.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from
Georgia has expired.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman to
give we two more minutes.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I desire first to submit a request
for unanimous consent. I renew my request that the time be
extended 30 minutes, making the time of debate in all one and
one-half hours, one-half of that to be controlled by the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr, Sta¥rorn] and one-half by myself.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky
asks unanimous consent that the time be extended for 30
minutes——

Mr. FIELDS. And that-at the expiration of that time the
previous question shall be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Making the total debate one
hour and a half, one half of that time to be controlled by him-
self and the other half by the gentleman from Wisconsin, at
the end of which time the previous question shall be considered
as ordered.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
do I understand that no opportunity will be given to offer a
motion to recommit?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to
the gentleman from Wisconsin that after the previous question
is ordered, as the present occupant of the chair understands,
the right to offer a motion to recommit still exists.

Mr. STAFFORD. With that understanding I have no ob-
jection to the previous question being considered as ordered, but
I should like to have it distinetly understood that we have the
opportunity under the arrangement to offer a motion to re-
commit.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

. Mr. CANNON. The previous question being ordered, if it is
by unanimous consent, at the request of the gentleman from
Kentucky, when the time comes to move to recommit, does the
previous question operate upon that motion?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. The Chair would say
that under the proposed agreement this is the situation—that
the previous question having been ordered upon the report,
then a motion to recommit comes, as the present occupant of
the chair understands, under the rule as a matter of privilege;
but it would not be debatable, the previous question having
. been ordered,

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman embody in his request
the right for a motion to recommit to be offered?

Mr, HEFLIN. Without debate.

Mr. CANNON, If it is a right, you do not have to agree.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the
chair is not the Speaker of the House, but the present occupant
will sfate to the gentleman from Wisconsin the Speaker so
advised the present occupant of the chair that that was the par-
Hamentary law, and that was the opinion of the present oceu-
pant of the chair and the opinion of the parlinmentary clerk.

Mr., STAFFORD. May we have an understanding that the
motion to recommit may be offered?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ken-
tucky asks unanimous consent that debate proceed to the ex-
tent of an hour and a half in all, one half to be controlled by
the gentleman from Kentucky and the other half by the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Sta¥rorp], at the end of which time
the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the con-
ference report. Is there objection?

. Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, as I under-
stand, .if that request is granted the hour and a half is to be
from the time the discussion began?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is an extension of 30 min-
utes of the hour originally existing under the rule.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, about
what time will that close debate?
The SPEAKER pro tempore.

roughly estimating.

It will close it about 1.33,

Mr. DYER. Now, another question——

Mr. KINCHELOE Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky
demands the regular order, and the regular order is: Is there
objection?

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I object, if I can not ask a question
and get some information.

Mr. FIELDS. I yield three minutes additional to the gentle-
man from Georgia,

Mr. JUUL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
gentleman from Georgia may proceed for two minutes further.
Hte is making a statement, and I would like to hear the end
of it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Georgia yield?

Mr, HOWARD. What particular portion of that statement
does the gentleman wish to inquire about; there has been so
much said—

Mr. JUUL. I want the gentleman to continue with his speech,
and I would like the gentleman from Georgia to state where
he finds the limitation upon the amount involved.

Mr. HOWARD. Now, let us see what the limitations are,
We had some dollar-a-year statesmen down here in the War De-
partment and in these other boards. I have in mind now con-
tracts that they let in one instance—transport wagons—where
they let a contract to one manufacturer that was a competitor of
theirs before they went into the business at one price and let the
contract to their old concern at another price. You place con-
fidence in the Secretary of War to settle these claims; now let
us see what the condition is in the country. The Labor Depart-
ment is complaining all over the country that there is a great
unemployment in this country. Why? Because the business men
who want to receive what they have honestly earned from this
Government and place it in reconstruction work are unable to do
it, because they have got practically every dollar that is now
due them by the Government of the United States liquidated in
the great banking institutions of the country and are paying
rates of interest that are equivalent to 6, 64, and 7 per cent.
Every day that you delay the payment of these claims there is
assessed against the Government of the United States $£300,000
in interest—and gentlemen sit around here and try to bring in
the farmer. Oh, great God, the iniquities that are committed ia
legislation in the name of the farmer! Somebody wants to play
the demagogue with the farmer all the time, and he is ridden
from one year’s end to the other by some fellow who does not
know which end of a mule to ]Jltch up. [Laughter.] You are
talking about

Mr. JUUL. Now, Mr. Speaker—-

Mr. HOWARD. In conclusion—

Mr. JUUL. I asked for the additional time for the gentleman
in order to get him to answer a question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time is in the control of
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Fierps].

Mr. HOWARD. Now, let us see what are the limitations—
that is what the gentleman wants—put on section 5. I repeat
what I said in the very outset, that the same limitations and
restrictions legally are placed around the war-minerals section
as are placed around the section by which you confer power
upon the Secretary of War. Now, then, the question comes up,
and my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. Gorpox], a great
constitutional lawyer and a great lawyer and a great and good
legislator, objects because the Supreme Court of the United
States at one time passed upon this question. I got that deci-
sion and read it. The only difference between the gentleman
from Ohio and the Supreme Court in that instance is that the
Supreme Court held there and reversed the finding in the Cramp
case and said that the amount due to the Cramp people was
just and stated the amount that should be paid, and that was
on a proposition that under the peculiar terms of that particular
contract the Court of Claims had jurisdiction and they went
there and got compensation; and the point involved in this
case is that if these gentlemen are made to go through the Court
of Claims and payment is delayed to them, it means absolute
bankruptey for every one of these men who responded to the
call of their Government. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from
Kentucky kindly submit his unanimous-consent request again?

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
time be extended for 30 minutes, making one hour and a half
in all; that one-half of that time be controlled by the gentle-
man from Wisconsin and one-half by myself, and at the expi-
ration of that time that the previous gquestion be considered as
ordered.

Does the gentleman from




3358

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 14,

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Do I understand the time already |

consumed is chargeable on the respective sides?

Mr, FIELDS, Yes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Let the Chair state the ques-
tion. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous consent
that the time be extended for 30 minutes, one half of the time
to be controlled by himself and the other half by the gentleman
from Wiseconsin [Mr. Sta¥rorp], and at the end of that time the
previous question shall be considered as ordered on the confer-
ence report. Is there objection?

Mr. LARSEN. Reserving the right to object, do.I understand
that this request for the extension of time confines the debate
to the conference report?

Mr. STAFFORD. Under the rules of the House it must
necessarily be confined to the report.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the
chair so understands the rule. '

Mr. LARSEN, If that is the understanding, I will not object.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, the regular order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is, Is there
objection?

Mr. GARRETT of Texas, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in-
quiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Does unanimous consent preclude
the motion to recommit?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Oh, no. The Chair will state
for the information of the gentleman from Texas that in the
opinion of the present occupant of the chair there is no way by
which the motion to recommit can be prevented from being
offered on this conference report.

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Then the gentleman making the
motion to recommit would have an hour?

Mr. KINCHELOE, Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order.

Mr, GARRETT of Texas. If the unanimous-consent agree-
ment is agreed to, at the end of the hour and a half the previous
question will be ordered, and a motion to recommit may be made,
but no further discussion on the motion to recommit will be
in order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the understanding of the
Chair. TIs there objection?

Mr, JUUL. Reserving the right to object—

Mr. KINCHELOE, Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded,
and the regular order is, Is there objection?

Mr. DYER. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. - The gentleman from Kentucky
[Mr, Fierns] is recognized.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 minutes of the time to
the gentleman from Wiseonsin [Mr. STAFFORD].

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will have six
minutes left after the time jyielded to the gentleman from
Wisconsin.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, at the conclusion of eight
minutes I wish the Chair to advise me.

Mr. Speaker, when this mining bill first passed the House it
provided for an authorization to the Secretary of the Interior to
fix a minimum price for all the minerals included in the bill
It passed the House as early as April, hibernated for five
months over in the Senate, and then was revived into a differ-
ent bill entirely, providing merely for the contract feature
rather than for the minimum-price feature. That is disclosed
by the report of the Senate, in which Senator HENDERSON uses
the following language:

The minimum-price principle had the approval of the House, but the
attention of your committee was called to the ibility of the Gov-
ernment thereby incurring onerous obligations which mgﬁt be avoided
by an elaboration of the contract prineiple approved by the House, thus
vessening the Government’s lability. By the contract sgstem the Gov-
ernment would know definitely j)l':tst what the obligation would be,
whereas the minimum-price feature might so stimulate production as to
place it In a most embarrassing position.

The bill as it finally passed Congress also provided for the in-
corporation of a Government institution with a capital of
$50,000,000 to go into the business of developing these minerals.
The bill as it left the House provided for an appropriation of
$10,000,000. As it came back from the Senate it provided an
appropriation of $50,000,000. Under the bill as it was approved
on October 5 no authority whatsoever was vested in anyone to
fix the price. The President was only authorized from time to
time to purchase such minerals, In fact, the Senate bill took
away the authority from the Secretary of the Interior, because
the opposition recognized it was too great a power to be lodged
in a Cabinet officer, and vested the authority exclusively in the
President. From October 5 to the signing of the armistice no
authority was exercised whatsoever under this act.

-sons,

Under this act it was required on the 25th of each month to
file with the Clerk of the House and the Secretary of the Senate
reports of all expenditures and operations under it. I have
called upon the Clerk of the House and find that not one report
has been filed and no-operation ever undertaken under this bill.

Now, what is proposed? persons, in anticipation of
a rising market, went in and developed their mines it is now
proposed to compensate them for the full investment. I know
of many men in industrial lines who invested hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars in the steel industry in anticipation of getting
Government orders, and whose investments became a complete
loss at the time of the armistice; and yet you intend to com-
pensate these mine owners and refuse to compensate the men
who took the same risk of business in anticipation of the war
continuing. If you pass this conference report, it vests in the
Secretary of the Interior full authority as to implied con-
tracts—

Mr. GORDON. No contracts at all.

Mr. STAFFORD. No contracts at all, but implied contracts,
to recompense them, and we will be burdened down if this
report is adopted, not to the extent of four or five million
dollars, but hundreds of millions of dollars. You will be obliged
to compensate all, because long before this bill was intro-
duced there were persons insistent that there should be some
legislation passed, but if they did not receive the authorization
of Congress they would go ahead with these investments. They
went ahead, as any business man would go ahead, in anticipa-

tion of high prices for their products and that there would be

sale for these products if the war continued.

Mr, FIELDS. It is limited to $50,000,000.

Mr, STAFFORD. Even then, if there are claims presented
of hundreds of millions, though the conference report says only
$50,000,000 will be available, you will be obliged to pay the
maximum of the claims that will be presented. There is no
escape from that,

Mr, WELLING. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., STAFFORD. I ean not. My time is limited.

This section 5 is different entirely from the other provisions
of the conference report. The others relate to conditions where
a contract really had been entered into but it was irregular as
to form; but here you are going to grant compensation or re-
muneration to everyone who happens to have gone into mining
development. Under the law as enacted October 5, the respec-
tive bureaus, the Shipping Board, the War Trade Board, and
the like, were given no authority, as deseribed in this section 5,
to encourage development. They had no authority to encourage
the development. Naturally they were anxious and interested
in having further production. They were calling upon the mine
owners to produce from the very beginning of the war, but they
did not exercise any authority under the act as passed. The
President refused to exercise the authority, and for good rea-
He knew, as we all know now, that when this bill was
approved on October 5, 1918, the war was coming to a close,
and he used his good judgment not to impose the obligation of
$50,000,000 or $1,000,000 upon the Government. Prior to the
passage of this act perhaps the War Industries Board had
called upon mine owners to produce more. They naturally
called upon steel manufacturers to produce more; they may
have called upon bronze manufacturers to produce more; and
they may have called upon other manufacturers to produce
more. But if you pass this provision for settlement of claims,
without any basis of legal obligation, then you should reward
every manufacturer who has increased his plant and who has
suffered a loss by reason of the change of price and the re-
fusal of the Government to purchase the output which their
enlarged plant was capable of producing. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, there will be only one more speech
on this side. ‘

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Haarin].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized
for five minutes.

Mr., HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. Howagrn], I think, was not entirely fair with the House
when he made the statement that the provisions in section 5
were identieal with the provisions in the first part of this bill,
applicable to the so-called war-contract claims to be adjusted
by the Secretary of War. He did not read all of the provisions
of section 1. He only read this part:

The Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to adjust psr.
or discharge any agreement, express or implied, upon a falr and equltnb a
basig, that has been ente into in food faith during the present emer-
gency and prior to November 12, 1918,

Then he read from a portion of section 5 which was identieal,
but the trouble was he did not read guite enough of section 1.
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If he had read a little further he would have found this signifi-
cant and important provision in section 1, which is not in see-
tion 5: The agreement mentioned in section 1 must have been
entered into “ by any officer or agent acting under the authority,
direction, or instructions" of the Secretary of War “or the
President of the United States.” This specifically limits the
settlement to only such claims as the President or Secretary of
War had a right to make contracts for.

Now, that provision or anything like it is not in section 5.
Why? Simply because they knew that the Secretary of the In-
terior or the President had no authority to make any agree-
ments with these mineral producers, and therefore could not
delegate authority to anybody else to make a contract. So the
difference between the two classes of claims is apparent. They
are in no sense identieal.

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Frerps] and the gentle-
man from California [Mr. KArN], two members of the con-
ference committee, toid this House the other day that they
wanted this matter to go back to conference so that it could
be safeguarded. If I ecan understand language, instead of
safeguarding the interest of the Government they have thrown
open wider the gates to the Treasury. The provision which
they report is not nearly so good and the interest of the Gov-
ernment is not nearly so well safeguarded under this confer-
ence agreement as under the original proposition.

AMr. FIELDS. That is a difference of opinion. I differ with
the gentleman on that. I think it is much better.

Mr. HAMLIN. Well, let us see. Under the original propo-
sition a man to sustain his claim had to show that he was per-
sonally solicited by the War Industries Board, the Shipping
Board, or the Interior Department. Under the provision
brought in now——

Mr. FIELDS, By publicity or advertisement.

Mr. HAMLIN. I have not yielded to the gentleman. Yes;
both under that provision and this provision as you have
brought it in now. But under the provision that is brought in
here now, all you have got to show is that they were requested
or demanded by advertisement in a newspaper or in any other
way, not only by the War Industries Board, the Shipping Board,
or the Department of the Interior, but they have added the War
Trade Board and the Emergency Fleet Corporation. I presume
that they were afraid that some poor fellow might be left out
under the other provision as written in by the Senate, so they
extended the agencies of the Government in order to give all a
¢hance to get in on the grand distribution of funds.

Now, there is another very radical difference between sec-
tion 5 of this report and the balance of the bill. Let me call
your attention to this proposition. Under the provision apply-
ing to the Secretary of War there is this safeguard written in:

That In no case shall any award, either by the Secretary of War or
the Court of Claims, include prospective or possible profits—

_And so forth.

Now, there is no such provision in section 5 applying to these
mineral c¢laims, and yet they tell us that the provision relating
to the two classes of claims are identical. They tell us that
the amount that can be expended is limited. Lel us see if
that is true. They say it is limited to $50,000,000. I tell you,
us a lawyer, that there is great doubt in my mind as to whether
that is true or not. It is true that there is a provision in sec-
fion 5 that says that these claims and the expenses of this
adjudication shall be paid out of the $50,000,000 appropriated
by the act of October 5, 1918; but it does not say that the
Secretary of the Interior, if this becomes a law, may not ad-
judicate elaims and thereby legalize them and make them legal
claims against the Government of the United States amounting
to more than $50,000,000, and that Congress will then be forced
to make such additional appropriation as shall be necessary to
pay them,

80 I say that while I think it was the intention of the con-
ferees to limit it to $50,000,000, there is really a very serious
doubt whether they have in fact so limited it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Missouri has expired.

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re-
vise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objeetion.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
there is no difference, I take it, in the desire of Members of the
House; all of us want to do justice to the citizens of America,

and men who have a real claim against the Government ought

to have that claim liguidated by the Government.

But the problem that confronts a legislative body is not what
it desires to do, bur what it is doing when it proposes specific
legislation ; and notwithstanding the statement of the gentleman

from Georgia [Mr. Howarp], I submit that there is no com-
parison between the powers that are conferred in the section
that relates to contracts made by the War Department and
those that relate to matters to be adjusted by the Secretary of
the Interior. Anyone reading the bill with care will see the dis-
tinction very plainly. The Secretary of War is expressly lim-
ited, as has just been suggested, from doing.certain things. By
the proviso he is prohibited from including * prospective or
possible profits on any part of the contract beyond the goods
and supplies delivered to and accepted by the United States™;
and here is what he can affirmatively allow: “A reasonable re-
muneration for expenditures or obligations or liabilities neces-
sarily incurred in performing or preparing to perform said con-
tract or order.”

Now, the Secretary of the Interior is given the right to make
a final adjudication, with the power “to ascertain, determine,
adjust, and liguidate, and out of the moneys provided and ap-
propriated by said act pay” the amounts of such losses and
damages as he, the said Secretary, “shall find and determine
to have been sustained by reason of having made such invest-
ments for said purposes.” Now, go back and see what “ said
purposes " are, because that is the important provision in this
particular language. Said purposes are these:

For producing or in good faith acquiring property for producing
within the United States, for the purpose— 5

Here comes the purpose—

for the purpose of supplying the urgent needs of the Nation during the
war, any ores or mineral substances mentioned and enumerated in the
act entitled “An act te provide further for the national security and
defense by encouraging ibe production, conserving the supply, and con-
trollluﬁ; the distribution of those ores, metals, and minerals which bhave
formerly been largely imported, or of which there Is or may be an
inadequate supoly " ; approved October 5, 1918, the production of which
was requested or demanded by the War Industries Board, the War
Trade Board, th: Shipping Board, ihe Emergenc_v Fleet Corporation,
or the Department of the Interior, and which has been performed in
whole or in part by any such persom, firm, or corporation prior ‘o
November 12, 1918, -

Now, the difference is this: The war contracts which the Sec-
retary of War is going to deal with, whether made formally or
informally, are contracts relating to the procurement of a given
thing for a given purpose. What is attempted is to validate those
contracts when they have been made informally. The matters
that the Secretary of the Interior is to deal with are wherever a
person, at the suggestion or the invitation, or, if you please, a
general order of the enumerated Government agencies, has gone
to work for the purpose of developing a given mineral with the
idea of increasing the general supply that the Nation may have
need for. In other words, if a man undertook to open up a mine,
not for the purpose of supplying the Government with n given
quantity of manganese but for the purpose of stimulating and in-
creasing the general production of manganese because of a need
that the Nation might have, that claim can be recognized with-
out limitation, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Kentucky has expired.

Mr, STAFFORD. I yield to the gentleman one more minute,

Mr. SHERLEY. Now, the difference between the two is very
wide. I believe we ought to legislate to take care of some cases
that may have arisen in connection with the bill that we passed
in regard to the stimulating of mining; but it ought to be so.
narrowed as not simply to throw the matter wide open and to
invite every man who can persuade the Secretary of the In-
terior—because he is made the final judge—that he has made an
investment for the general purpose of increasing the production
of a given mineral. I think that is very much further than the
Congress can afford to go, and I again submit that if any lawyer
in this House will take the two paragraphs and sit down by him-
self for 10 minutes and read them he will come to the conclusion
that they are not identical or similar, and that they do not throw
around the action of the Government the same restrictions in
each case, [Applause.]

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, how does the time stand?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin
has 15 minutes and the gentleman from Kentucky 6 minutes.

Mr. STAFFORD. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr, LEvER]. ,

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, my objection to this conference
report is that it sets a precedent that will absolutely paralyze
this Congress. In my question to the gentleman from Kentucky
I called attention to the agricultural situation, where produc-
tion had been stimulated, where prices are now falling, and I
asked him if his theory went to the extent of taking care of
that kind of a situation. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Howagrp], interesting, brilliant, sometimes right, sometimes
wrong, thoroughly wrong on this, refers to that as demagogy
and shakes his locks in the face of the House to prove it. Well,

.
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I did not intend it as demagogy, and that is something about
which I do not know very much, It may be demagogy, and
I am willing to sit at the feet of the gentleman from Geo:
when it comes to exercising that gentle art. I do not know much
about it. [Laughter.]

But let us see the situation. It is a dangerous one. There
is not an industry in the United States that has not responded
to the patriotic appeal made to it and increased its production.
I can speak more of agriculture, because I know more about it.
The President in a proclamation, as I recall it, called upon the
Jarmers of the United States to incrense the food supply of the
world. They did it. They did it with reference to corn, one
of the greatest of agricultural products. They did it with ref-
erence to oats; they did it with reference to poultry; they did
it with reference to hogs; they did it with reference to cattle;
they did it with reference to rye; they did it with reference to
barley; they did it with reference to everything. Corn had
been selling at $1.45 a bushel, and yet within the last two or
three weeks it has fallen 40 cents a bushel. They produced this
enormous crop to feed the peoples of the world. They went to
the expense of added machinery, of added tractors, of added
horsepower, of added everything else that was necessary.

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. LEVER. I am sorry I can not. I have only four min-
utes. The principle of this bill, carried to its logical conclusion,
would be to confer upon the Secrefary of Agriculture the power
to ascertain those losses and to make them good. If you pass
this conference report in its present form, I say to you that,
as the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, I would feel
disposed when the wheat bill comes on the floor of this House
to include in it a provision for taking care of the losses of the
farmers of this eountry who, responding to patriotic impulses,
inereased their produection and must thereby suffer for it.
[Applause.] I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield for a question now?

Mr. LEVER. If I have the time,

Mr. HARDY., Does not the gentleman recognize the vast
difference between a general appeal and a straight agreement?

Mr. LEVER. I do not regard this as an agreement.

Mr. GORDON. There never was any agreement.

Mr. HAMLIN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr, Haroy] must
concede that they could not make any agreement.

Mr. GORDON. They had no authority te do it.

Mr. HAMLIN. They had no authority, and they could not
make an agreement.

Mr. HARDY. The difference is that there was an agreement,
and the genileman talks abouit a general appeal.

Mr, HAMLIN. There could not be an agreement.

Alr. STAFFORD. 1 yield four minutes to the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Gorpox].

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, during the four minutes I ask
not to be interrupted. Now, gentlemen, these two propositions
are as wide apart as the poles. Under the national-defense act
the President of the United States had the right te go out and
buy munitions, had the right to go out and order munitions,
had the right to go out and order munitions without limit, and
he did so. Some of these contracts were not entered into as
required by law and therefore they came to Congress with a
propesition to authorize the Seecretary of War to settle up
certain claims which had arisen in the attempt to produce
munitions under authority granted to the President, and by
order of the President and his subordinates, and thereupon
the bill goes over to the Senate and they tack on section 5,
which proposes to make the Secretary of the Interior a dis-
tributing agency for paying a lot of mining prospectors who
went into the business without authority from any person on
the face of the earth. Of course, it would authorize them
to pay if ordered by the Shipping Board, or the War Trade
Board, or the Emergency Fleet Corporation, or all the different
other agencies, not one of whom had any authority to authorize
anybody to go out and prospect for manganese or pyrites. And
furthermore the attempt to settle and adjust munitions eon-
tracts was to settle any just contract with the Government for
supplies which the Government had authorized to be purchased,
that they intended to purchase and in fact did purchase. These
minerals were not to be provided for the Government. The
Government never intended to acquire any minerals,

The bill that was introduced and authorized that sort of thing
to be done was pulled and hauled around the Senate and the
House, and when finally enacted into law on October 5, 1918, it
limited and restricted the power necessary to provide the min-
erals to an actual shortage which must be found to exist and
announced by proclamation of the Presideni. The President
had no authority to enter into a contract for mining unless he
issued the proclamation, and there never was any proclamation

issued by the President, because no shortage was found to exist,
so that the President never had authority to make any contracts.

Mr. STEAGALL. Was there ever any agreement made by
the Government under that bill?

Mr. GORDON, No.

Mr. STEAGALL. Did anyone ever have the power to make
an agreement under that bill?

Mr, GORDON. No; no one had the power, not even the
President of the United States, because he did not find any
shortage, and, as a matter of fact, there was no shortage, They
claim that they have a lot of these minerals that they can not
sell, and that is the reason that the President never authorized
these contracts.

Mr. ROSE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, GORDON. Yes.

Mr, ROSE. If section 5 is of any value at all, does not the
gentleman think that it should be unlimited?

Mr, GORDON. They talked about limiting this to $50,000,000.
But if the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to favor any
mining prospector who comes in, the blue sky will be the limit,
[Langhter.] Of course, Congress is not going to pay $50,000,000
of these claims and then turn down other claims that are ex-
actly as good. Why, all the fellows that did not go to war will
have a claim. [Laughter and applause.]

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr., CAxxNoN].

Mr. CANNON. Mr, Speaker, in five minutes all one can do is
to say I indorse—where you do indorse—what has been said. I
indorse the statement of facts that the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. Gorpox] has made, and I indorse his gesticulations.
[Laughter.] I also indorse what the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. Fierps], the gentleman in charge of the conference
report, has said—namely, that it was advertised in the news-
papers and they were appealed to for months and menths to do
that and this and the other,

Mr. FIELDS. Will the gentleman yield? I know the gentle-
man does not want to misrepresent me.

Mr, CANNON. Certainly,

Mr. FIELDS. I stated that no prevision based on such ad-
vertisements was provided for in the bill.

Mr, CANNON. Where is it provided for by law? I have here
the law of October 5, 1918. It does not confer power on any
fleet corporation or any other commission or upon the Secretary
of the Interior. The only paragraph conferring power is one con-

-ferring it on the President. Has the President ever given power

to anybody? [Applause.]

It is not proclaimed that he has, There was no necessity for
it. Why, you take the development of coal and everything that
went with it—all kinds of things during this war—and it has
been remarkable. It has come by leaps and bounds, to be paid:
for by the Government when the Government gets the coal, and
by you and me when we want to keep warm.

Now, mind you, the first part of this bill up to section 5 of
the conference report is guarded. There must be a contract by
somebody who is authorized to make it. The statute provides
for certain things to be done before the contract should be
gigned—that was in normal times; but under pressure the con-
tract was made by wire or by letter, This bill only waives on
proper proof the formal execution of the contract in writing. i

Where the contract is established in point of fact, then the
Secretary of War has the power to fix the amount, and if the
party, after full investigation, does not accept that amount, he
can go to the eourts. The courts are utilized. You can bring
snit in the Court of Claims if you choose. You would have to
establish your contract if you did. But how about this? The
Secretary of the Imterior—a very excellent gentleman, and I
have great admiration for him and for his great ability—will
find himself up a stump when he comes to consider the fore
part of this section 5 as agreed upon. There does not have
to be any contract, but if a fellow has been encouraged——

Mr, HARDY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON. Yes.

Mr. HARDY. Does not this provide that there should be an
agreement? Is not that a contract?

Mr. CANNON. It does not provide that there shall be an

agreement.
Mr. HARDY. It so reads.
Mr, CANNON. Oh, express or impiied.

Mr, HARDY. That is still an agreement, is it not?

Mpr. CANNON. With whom? Who has the authority to make
it? Nobody but the President has the authority to make it, and
now you are going to say—

Mr. HARDY. Baut, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman——

Mr. CANNON. Obh, the gentleman will have to excuse me, as
I have only a moment longer. If somebody would go on his own
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motion, somebody from the Burean of Mines, or would write a
letter to Sam, Toem, Jim, or Jake that we are going to need
pyrites and manganese and all that kind of thing under the law
of October 5, 1918, the President, and the President only,
had the power to make contracts, and I am informed that he
never made a contract under that act and never authorized the
Secretary of the Interier or any other person to make contracts
for him.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from
Tllinois has expired.

Mr. CANNON. Let us cut this thing off right behind the ears,
[Applanse and laughter.]

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, how does the time now stand?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Wisconsin
has one minute remaining and the gentleman from Kentucky
six minutes.

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Kentucky
yield to me for a moment?

Mr., STAFFORD. AMr. Speaker, I reserved one minute in
which to offer the motion to recommit, but I believe I have that
privilege anyway, and I yield three-quarters of a minute to the
gentleman from Texas,

Mr. BLACK. M. Speaker, what T wanted the gentleman to
yield for was to ask him a question. I see in this section 5
that it authorizes the Secretary of the Interlor to adjust these
contracts, express or implied, but it does not say with whom
those contracts must have been made. If that provision of the
section should state that the contracts must have been made
with the United States Government, or with some authorized
agerd of the United States Government, then it would be hedged
about with some desirable restrictions, but if the gentleman
will read the language he will find it is bread enough to cover
any express or implied agreement made with anybody in {he
United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
from Texas has expired.

My, FIELDS. Oh, no: it would not, I now yield five minutes
to the gentleman from California [Mr. Kann].

Mr, KAHN. Mr. Speaker, there has been a great deal of dis-
cussion here predicated upon a false premise. Many gentlemen

The time of the gentleman

do not seem to understand the situation in which the owners of

mining properties find themselves, These gentlemen who had
properties containing manganese and chrome and pyrites had
not been operating them for many years, because they could net
eperate them profitably against the competition of the producers
in foreign countries. We were getting all those ores from
Rhodesia and New Caledonia. The foreign supply was cut off
or in danger of being cut off, I am informed that the Secretary
of the Interior sent for ilie men personally whe ewned ihese
preperties and said to them that there was danger to the
country if we did not continue to procure those ores so neces-
sary jo the production of ordnance and munitions. They replied
to bim: “We can not produce them in competition with the
foreign producers,” and were told that if they would go ahead
ard help save the country in that regard they would be taken
care of by the Government. It was an implied agreement with
. the men who owned the mining properties when they were asked
by authorized officers of our Government te put up their money
to produce these ores. They knew that they could net protuce
them in competition with foreign producers. They were in-
formed that every pound of chrome produced in this country
would help release tonnage that was so necessary for the trans-
portation of soldiers and supplies. They declined to go ahead
until they were assured that if they did go ahead they would
et remuneration from the Gevernment, whose needs they were
trying to supply. The entire amount invelved in this matter is
about four and a half million dollars. These people in good
faith followed the request of an executive officer of this Gov-
ernment. They eame to the aid of the Government, anl in all
decency, in all equity, and in all good faith they ought to be
ireated fairly by the Government.
Much sympathy is expressed for the farmers of the country.
I believe that when any producer in any line of productien in
this country was teld by the Government officials to o ahead
and produce for the use of the Government in its efforts to win
the war, an adjustment of his claim onght to be made. It is not
fair to say to these men, afier they have put up hundreds of
thousands of dollars, “ Yon have no claim, you must pocket
your loss.” 1 know ene concern out in my community that put
up many hundreds of thousands of dollars in developing a man-
anese plant. They had no need to «do it; they did not have to
put their money for that purpose, but they were requested by
the Interior Department to do it; and now to deny them a fair
compensation for the money ithey expended or even the return
of their money in their investment, seems to me to be dishonest,

esven if it be done on the part of the Government of the United
tates. .

Mr, BAER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? :

Mr. KAHN., No; I can not yield. I was one of the conferees,
and we heard a great deal about advertisements inducing men to
put up their money. In order to prevent that class of claims
being presented we expressly provide that there must have been
an agreement, either express or implied, with the men who had
the mining properties. Not a single case can be adjudicated un-
less there has been that kind of an agreement.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from California
has expired.

Mr, FIELDS. Mr Speaker, I move the previous question on
the conference rep

Mr. S'I‘-\FFORD \Ir. Speaker, I offer the following motion
to recommit, and on that I demand the previons question.

The SPEAKER. The Chair promised to recognize the gentle-
man from Oklahoma [Mr, Carrer] unless somebody more fully
qualified demanded the right of recognition. .

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, this is satisfactory to the
gentleman from Oklalioma.

The SPEAKER. Is the genileman from Wisconsin ngainst
the bill?

My, STAFFORD, I am against the conference report.

The SPEAKER. Dead against it?

Mr. STAFIORD. Dead.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Kentucky on ordering the previous question on the
conference report.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers a
motion to recommit, and on that demands the previous guestion.
The Clerk will report the motion to recommit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr, STAFFORD moves to recommit the conferemce report on the Lill
H. R. 13274 to the committee of -conference, with instructions to the
managers on the part of the House not to agree to section T of the
Senate amendment in any form.

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous
question on the motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin teo
recommit,

The question was taken;
ordered.

The SPEAKER.
to recommit.

The gquestion was taken; and the Speaker announced the
ayes seemed to have it

Mr. WINGO and Mr.
division.

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 100, noes 47. .

Mr. KAHN and Mr. RAKER. Mr, Speaker, I make the point
of order that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The two gentlemen from California make
the point of order that there is no quorum present, and evi-
dently there is not. - The Doorkeeper will lock the doors, the
Sergeant at Arms will notify absentees, and the Clerk will call
the roll.

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 214, nays 117,
answered * present ' 6, not veting 92, as follows:

and the previous question was

The question is on agreeing to the motion

TOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a

YEAS—214,

Alexander Cooper, Wis. Fuller, 111, Johnson, 8. Dak.
Anderson Copley Fuller, Mass. Jones
Anthony Crago Gard Juul
Bacharach Cramten Garner Kearns
Baer Crisp Garrett, Tenn. Kelly, Pa.
Beshlin ('rosser Garrett, Tex. Kennedy, Iowa
Birch Currle, Mich, Gl; BI Key, Ohio
Black Irale Good Kincheloe
Blackmon Davey Gordon Kin
Blanton Davis {onld Kitchin
Brand Decker Graham, 111 Knutson
Britten Dempsey Gray, Ala. Kraus
Brodbeck Denison t:re:-n. Towa Kreider
Browne Dent Greene, Mass, Larsen .
Buchanan Drewalt (ireene, VL. Lehlbach
Burnett Dickinson Hamilten, Mich, Lesher
Burroughs Dies Tlamlin Lever
Butler Dillon Iarrison, Va. Little
Brrnes Dixen Hastings ' London

Byrns, ‘I‘enn Donovan Haugen Lonergan
(,‘mu bell, Kans. Doughton Heaton Longworth
Candler, Miss, ~ Dowell lersey Lufkin
Cannon Dunn Holland Lunn
Cantrill Fagan Hellingsworth MeCulloch
Carter, Okla. Elliott Hood MclFadden
Cary Ellsworth ilouston AMcKenzie
{‘hanaler Okla. Essen IInddleston MeKinley
Clark, Pa Fairfield Iall, Towa McLaughlin, Mich,
Claypool Fess Hall, Tenn. McLaughlin, Pa.
Coady Focht Ilumphreys MclLemore
Colller Toss Igoe Madden
Connally, Tex. Frear Ireland Magee
Cooper, Ohlo Freeman James Manun
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ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—G.

Mansfield uin Slayden ~ Venable Mr. Saxpers of Louisiana with Mr. Syrra of Michigan,
. gl g Bt Mr. Jonnsox of Kentucky with Mr. WiINsLow,
Montague mgr g%aﬂ;;idl 3":& : ﬁr. ]r:}.\mr. wi Eltlhﬁ HusTED,
oon eq| olstea r. RUSSELL W r. STRONG.
Moore, Pa. Reed Stedman Walker 5
Morgan Rokinson Stocle alsh Mr. BRUMBAUGH with Mr. CosTELLO.
ﬁofﬁl Romjue ggeegersen gard Mr. Wurre of Ohio with Mr, NorToN.
u ose ephens, Miss. ason Mr. Harrisox of Mississippi with Mr. Reavis,
ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬂ? LI;'. g::?:{h %ES{-}}E,‘;"“‘"' }E:m.‘?;%:, Mr. EstoriNaAL with Mr., EMERSON,
Nicholls, 8. C, Saunders, Va. Stevenson Webb Mr. O'SHAUNESSY with Mr. GraHAM of Pennsylvania,
Ollver, Ala. - Scott, Iowa Stiness Whaley On this vote:
e . BeottMich  Sumners Wtk Mr. RUCkER (for) with Mr. HENSLEY (against)
J wee am ol . ”
Parker, N. J. Shallenberger  ‘Temple Wilson, Tex. The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.
Parker, N. Y. Sherley Thompson Woodyard P
;:g};rs gﬁ?&'m %Ihmn %&“I?mga't?u LEAVES OF ABSENCE.
: SIDEE B i o9 | f ab: ted fol-
“Henl, Sims Tracdta | y unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fo
Pou Sisson Van D‘; - b lows:
; NAYS—117. Frrsell o To Mr. AsSHBROOK, for two days, on account of illness,
Aswell Fields Y6 Ga. Rowe To Mr. Araox, for to-day, on account of illness.
Austin Fisher Linthicum Nangers, N Y. VALIDATION OF CERTAIN WAR CONTRACTS.
§:¥Eﬂ§“‘1 gggge& ﬁ:gg:wn Eiﬂ%ﬂe Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.
Beakes Gallagher Martin Sinnott The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.
}li;ell ga.ll‘livsn : %aﬂi 5 g{amp '}'Il; \gFI.NGO. What has become of the conference report?
enson andy Merr! oan e { k =
l&ggbg? i ,‘:‘g‘,}g“;’ NA(';' ﬂmer’ h{md“' S“’?& i Fidied EAKER. The conference report goes back to the econ
o 3 win, Ark. oores, Ind. mitn, Ida L
té‘abraw;y (I}Irltﬁn iriorl:nl S gmﬁh, C.B %Ill ‘g‘ [%E%ERIS the report sent back or the bill?
ure adley Vichols, witzer e 2 . i K
ardy Nolan Taylor, Colo. Mre WINGO Ths:{hiz ;‘ilp?t ?nggttgalfll;ow
Lonnelly. Kans, Hawley Oldfield Tillman RS w *
18?“"'&;: o e i Silvee Ni Yo SIINEIA EXTENSION OF REMARKS
Iry, ayes rne alton = :
{])flrllton ﬂfﬂg Er&rsﬁmt Eﬁ:ﬂ‘}s Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend
C! a - -
Dominick Hilliard Platt Welling my remarks in the Recorb. )
Doolittle Howard Powers Welty The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani-
Doremus Jacoway Rainey, H. T. White, Me. mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
]D)gg;é i‘&lﬁ.mn' Wash, ﬁ:’nﬂy, J.W. ,‘}ﬂ:ﬁﬂ' ﬂll objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.
Eagle Kehoe Randall Wingo Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to -
I%Isil;m ﬁfﬁi‘;‘iﬁ ﬁ?;}tll:n R:l-ight revise and extend my remarks in the REecorp.
et Ta Follette Roberts Young, N.Dak. The SPI?AKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Fairehild G W, Lasaro g 1 e Lavich. gir. Speaker, T-mike th
rel , G. W, zZaro Ogers wl ) v = er, .
Ferris Lea, Cal. Rouse v i L RS D S0 00 TEQUEe:

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina makes

the same request. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The

Edmonds Keating Reavis Rucker Chair hears none.
‘Emerson Littlepage Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
| NOT VOTING—92. make the same request.
‘Almon Drukker Johnson, K Russell The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota makes
PAIDROOK SRplasl i 43 Mic{ e a similar request. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
fofa B HRADC N Rk

er Fordney LaGuardia Sears r Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
Heriend Srenoie Jengey Rt MTen. tend my remarks on this motion to recommit.
Browning Gillett Lundeen Smith, T. F, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks upani-
Br;:téuha]_\llgh }for:gall ” ﬂ%ﬂﬂ{f“ glgder mous consent to extend his remarks on the motion o recom-
Pt Gy NI MoCormick Sulllven mit, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
Carlin Gregg her Swift none,
Carter, Mass. Griest \llllu’.“’ash. Tague THE ARMY.
Q! handler. N.Y. Hamill Neely Taylor, Ark.
Clark, Fla. Hamilton, N. Y.  Norton Templeton AMr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
Cost&n Janteiaon; Mise: 3‘,%:‘;:]“;91?53 Spomes. itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the

Heintz Park Vare Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 15835, the
Damn;er Helm Phelan raldow Army appropriation bill. i
lﬁgl'""’“' }{elzﬁrmg fﬁ‘tt };}”t‘f' Ohio The motion was agreed to.
T *rice

Dooling e Purnell Wood, Ind. Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
Drane Hutchinson Rowland Wooeds, Iowa the YWhole House on the state of the Union for the further con-

So the motion to recommit was agreed to.
The Clerk announced the following pairs:
Until further notice:
Mr. LarrrerAGE with Mr. BowErs.

Mr. Cagew with Mr.

DALLINGER.

Mr, ScurLrLy with Mr. BROWNING.

sideration of the bill H. R. 15835, with Mr. Savxpers of Vir-
ginia in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of
the Army appropriation bill, which the Clerk will report by
title.

The Clerk read as foilows: 3

A bill (H, R. 15835) making appropriations for the support of the
Army for the fiscal year ending June 35 5

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose on yesterday,
a poinl: of order had been reserved by the gentleman from \Vls-
consin [Mr. Starrorp] to this paragraph——

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I want to submit a request if I
can get the attention of the committee. I ask unanimous con-
sent to pass for the present the items on the subject of Air Serv=-
ice and the Bureau of Aircraft Production, beginning on page 9
and ending on page 15, with the idea that I propose to offer
a substitute a little later.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent to pass by the portions of the bill indicated for the
present.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, we could not hear what the gen-
tleman indicated.

Mr. Maner with Mr. DARROW.

Mr, CLEARY with Mr. FORDNEY.

Mr. SuLLivaN with Mr, GARLAND.

Mr. TaoaAs F. Saora with Mr, GRIEST.

Mr. AsHBROOK with Mr. HASKELL.

Mr. BooHER with Mr. HUTCHINSOXN.

Mr. CrArk of Florida with Mr. Kexxeny of Rhode Island.
Mr. Loseck with Mr. Kiess of Pennsylvania.
Mr. McAxpreEws with Mr. LANGLEY.

Mr. McCrixTtic with Mr. Mizier of Washington.
Mr. Neery with Mr. PURNELL.

Alr. OveraryER with Mr., Saxpers of Indiana.

Mr. PAark with Mv. SNYDER.

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. TINEHAML

Mr. Sears with Mr, Woop of Indiana.

Mr. Capriy with Mr. LAGUARDIA,

Mr. Doorixg with Mr, Braxp of Indiana.
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The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the sections proposed
to be passed over.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. DENT asks unanimous consent to pass the paragraph headed
“Ajr Service (Acronautics),” page 9, lines 6 to 25, inclusive, all of page
10, and lines 1 to 16, inclusive, on page 11; and “ Burean of Aircraft
Production,” beginning on line 17, page 11, and ending in line 10,
page 1.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin,
man?

The CHAIRMAN,
for the present. The chairman of the committee indicated that
a substitute would be offered hereafter.

Mr., MOORE of Pennsylvania. What does *the present”
mean? I am obliged to go away to attend a conference, and I
would like to be here at the proper time.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama mean
efter we have completed the bill?

M= DENT. I am perfectly willing to wait until the end of
the bill and then return to it.

M. MOORH of Pennsylvania. I would like fo be here when it
comvs up. I am obliged to be away.

Mr, DENT. I will agree not to bring it up until we complete
the reading of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman enlarges his request that
the sections be taken up at the conclusion of the reading of the
bill. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I understand it is
the purpose of the gentleman to pass over the languare so as to
formulate it in different shape?

Mr. DENT. Yes; to meet the objections made yesterday.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, I desire to re-
serve points of order on the matter asked to be passed over.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman reserves all points of order
on the matter asked to be passed over. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman frem Alabama [Mr, DexT]?

There was no objection,

The Clerk read as follows:

ProvosT MARSIAL GENERAL'S OFFICE.
COMPLETION, PRESERVATION, AND TRANSPORTATIONX OF THE RECORDS,

Tor all expenses necessary for the completion, preservation, and
transportation of the records pertaining to the draft under the act
of May 18, 1917, entitled “An act to authorize the President to in-
erease temporarily the Military Establishment of the United States,”
$25,000,

What is the request, Mr. Chair-

LEAGUE OF NATIONS.

Mr, HARRISON of Mississippi. Mr, Chairman, T move to
strike out the last word. There has just come over the wire and
‘received by the press gallery the first draft of the constitution
of the new league of nations, All of it has not been received,
but a large portion has. I desire in my time to have read just
two articles, the one touching arbitration and the other fouching
disarmament.

The CHAIRMAN., Without objection, the Clerk will read the
matter sent fo the desk.
 The Clerk read as follows:

Aur, VIIL. The high contracting parties recognize the principle that
the maintenance of peace will require the reduction of national arma-
Joents to the lowest point consisient with national safety and the en-
forcement by common action of international obligations, having 1
regaurd to t ﬁcograph]ml situation and circumstances of each State;
- the cxecutive council shall fermulate plans for effecting such re-

ctlon.

| The executive council shall also determine for the consideration and
action of the several Governments what military equipment and arma-
[mnnt is fair and reasonable in proportion te the scale of forces laid
idown in the program of disarmament: and these lmits, when adopted,
‘ghall not be exceeded without the permission of the executive conneil.

" "he high confracting parties agreé that the manufacture by private
enterprise of munitions nnd implements of war lends itself to grave ob-
jections, and direct the executive council to advise how the evil effects
jattendant upon such manufacture can be prevented, due regard being
dad to the necessitics of these countries which are not able to manufac-
ture for themselves the munitions and implemints of war necessary for
their safety.

The high contracting parties undertake in no way to cenceal from
each other the condition of such of their industries as are eapable of

inz adapted to warlike ipurposes or the scale of their armaments, and
jagree that there shall be full and frank interchange of Information as
to their military and naval program.

Arr, IX. A permanent commission shall be constituted to advise the

Aeazue on the execution of the provisions of Artlele VIII and on mili-
itary and naval questions generally.
| 'Anr. X, The high mntrnctmnles undertake te respect and pre-
jBerve as against external aggression the territorial intigrity and exist-
iing political independence of all States members of the league. In casc
l,ot auy such aggression, or in case of any threat or danger of such ag-
| ion, the executive council shall advise upon the means Ly which
{the obligation shall be fulfilled.
I Aunr. XI. Any wur or threat of war, whether immediately affecting
any of the high contracting parties or not, is hereby declared a matter
of concern to the leagoe, and the high contracting parties reserve the
rizht to take any action to sufeguard the peace of nations. 4

| 1t is herehy also declared and agreed to be the friendly right of each
of the hizgh contracting parties to draw the attention of the body of
.

That the sections indicated may be passed

ddelegates or of the executive council to any circnmstances alfecting in-

ternational intercourse which threaten to disturb international peace
or the good understanding between nations, upon which Beace depends,

Art. XII. The high contracting parties agree that szhould disputes
arise between them which ean not be adjusted by the ordinary processes
of diplomacy, they will in no case resort to war without ously sub-
mitting the questions and matters involved either to arbitration or te
inquiry by the executive council and until three months after the award
by the arbitrators or a recommendation by the executive council; and
that they will not even then resort to war as against n member of the
league which complies with the award of the arbitrators or the recom-
mendation of the executive council,

In any case, under this article the award of the arbitraters shall be
made within a reasonable time, and the recommendation of the executive
ﬁ?mmtﬂ shall be made within six months a¥ter the submission of the

spute,

T, XJIII. The high coniracting ties, whenever any (dispute or
difficulty shall arise between them w{:‘l’gh they recognize to be suitable
for submissien to arbitration, and which can not be satisfactorily set-
tled by diplomacy, will snbmit the whole matter to arbitration. For
this purpose the court of arbitration to which the case is referred shall
be the court agreed on the parties er stipulated in any convention
existing between them., e h cuutnctin&puucs agree that they
will carry out in full good faith any award t may be rendered. In
the event of any failure to earry out the award, the executive council
shall propose what steps can best be taken to give effect thereto,

Ant, XIV. The executive council shall formulate plans for the estab-
lishment of a permanent court of internatienal justice, and this court
shall, when established, be competent,

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILTL.

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn,
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

QuanrTERMASTER COnrs.
PAY, EIC, OF TIE ARMY—PAY OF OFFICERS,

For pay of officers of the line, $36,910,264.

For pay of the officers of staff corps and departments, $21,775,052.

Alr. STAFFORD. My, Chairman, T reserve a point of order
on the paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin reserves a
point of order on the paragraph.

Mr, STATFORD. I wish fo inquire whether this item was
carried in former bills. I yield to the gentleman from Con-
necticut [Mr. Tinsox]. He may have the information desired.
The item is, “ For pay of the officers of staff corps and depart-
ments, $31,775,053.”

Mr. TILSON. I am not sure as to the form that was carried
in. T thought the gentleman had reference to tlie pay of war-
rant officers in the mine-planter service.

Mr. KAHN. I want to call the attention of the gentleman to
the fact that there are two classes of officers—officers of the line,
whe have charge of the fighting forces of the Army, and the
officers of the staff corps and departments, having charge of the
administrative and supply branch of the Army. I am under the
imp:]'ession that we have appropriated for them heretofore sepa-
rately.

Mr. STAFFORD., I am quite advised as to the distinction
between the line and the staff, 1 did not find this item in last
year's bill, and I am inquiring whether they were heretofore
carvied under a lnmp-sum appropriation in general phiraseology.

Mr. DENT. They were appropriated for under a lump-sum
appropriation, and the committee adopted this plan for this year.

My, STAFFORD. 1 withdraw the reservation of a point of
order. :

The CHAIRAMAN.
Clerk will read.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a member of
the committee who knows how many staff officers we have as
compared with line officers. I know that you have pay for
oflicers of the line $36,910,264, and pay of the staff corps and
departments $31,775,053, nearly as much money for the staff
officers as for the officers of the line,

Mr. DENT. 1 can give the gentleman the fizures in one mo-
ment. Or I will supply them later.

The CHATRMAN, The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows :

For pay of the officers, Bureau of Insular Affairs, $15,000.

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves
to strike out the last word. =

AMr., WATSON of Pennsylvania. Can the chairman of the
committee inform me how the $15,000 on page 16, lines 5 and 6,
is distributed in that office? There are three—a chief, an assist-
ant chief, and a chief clerk. Heow is the §15,000 divided between
those three?

Mr. DENT. There is the chief of the bureau, who gets the
pay of a brigadier general. There is an assistant chief, and
there is a clerk.

AMlr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. That does not define what the
clerk gets. It isdivided. I want to know what the clerk is paid.

The point of erder is withdrawn. The
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Mr. DENT. The pay of a brigadier general is $6,000. The
assistant chief, as I recollect, gets the pay of a colonel, which is
$4,000, That makes $10,000. The remaining $5,000 goes to the
clerk.

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania.
clerk?

Mr. DENT. That is my recollection.
about that.

Mr. KAHN. The brigadier general gets $6,000 as base pay,
but he is entitled to longevity pay, which would probably in-
crease that amount somewhat.

Mr. DENT. In other words, we simply take care of the pay
of a brigadier general, a colonel, and a clerk in the office.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
pro forma amendment. I wish to inquire of the chairman of
the committee whether he can inform the House as to how
many instances there are in the War Department where officers
are detailed to perform the work of chief clerk or to any other
civilian position?

The balance goes to the

I think I am right

Mr. DENT. As to how many instances?

Mr, STAFFORD. Yes.

Mr. DENT. No. I can not inform the gentleman how many
instances

AMr. STAFFORD. It is the usual practice with other depart-
ments and bureaus to provide for a chief clerk and employ a
chief clerk from the civilian roll. Even in the War Department
we have a chief clerk provided for in the Inspector General's
office and in the Judge Advocate General's office and in the Signal
Office at salaries ranging from $2,000 to $2,500. Why should
ihe distinction be made that in this office they detail an officer
who draws a salary, maybe, of $5,0007

Mr, DENT. Will the gentleman please repeat what particular
section or paragraph he is ecalling attention to?

Ar. STAFFORD. In response to the inguiry made by the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Warsox], I understood the
rentleman to say that in the office of the Bureau of Insular
Affairs there is an officer, a colonel or a general, detailed to the
position of chief clerk.

Mr. DENT. Oh, no. I did not say that. I said that we pro-
vide for the pay of the chief of the bureau, who has the detail
rank of a brigadier general, and an assistant, who has the rank
of n colonel, and then a clerk in addition; and that covers the
$15.000.

Mr. STAFFORD. What does the clerk receive?

Mr. DENT. The clerk would receive the difference between
$15,000 and the aggregate pay of a brigadier general and a
colonel,

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman think it is good legis-
lative practice to provide for a departmental clerk in one bureau
in this bill when we provide for most of the civilian force in the
legislative appropriation bill?

Mr, DENT. 1 will state to the gentleman that that has been
ecarried in this bill for so many years that I am surprised that
somebody has not raised this question before., But it has been
carried for years and years in this bill.

AMr, STAFFORD. It has been carried in a form that was
not detectable except to the eagle eye of perhaps some member
of the Committee on Military Affairs who is advised in advance.

Mr. KAHN, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. I will be glad to.

Mr, KAHN. The Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs, as I
recall, is a member of the General Staff, and the General Staff
has always had its clerks supplied in the Army appropriation
hill. On the next page of the bill, on page 17, the gentleman will
find near the bottom of the page a provision for the pay of those
clerks, and I presume that the clerk in the office of the Insular
Affairs Bureau is paid under the provisions of the bill.

Mr., STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, with all due respect to the
very learned gentleman of the Committee on Military Affairs,
the gentleman from California [Mr, Kaux], I beg to say to him
and to the House that that is hardly an explanation of why a
clerk should be carried in this Army appropriation bill. I wish
to inform him, although I doubt whether this is information to
Iim, even, that the office force of the Bureau of Insular Affairs
consists of a law officer, chief clerk, and many clerks of class 4
and many clerks of class 3 and of class 2 and of class 1, and some
at $1,000 are carried in the legislative appropriation bill,

The legislative appropriation bill covers all the civilian em-
ployees connected with the War Department. Here is an in-
stance where you are paying for a civilian employee out of a
lump sum, without any control by Congress as to the amount—
none whatsoever. I hardly think the gentleman has given a
reason why that should be continued.

Mr. MANN. Does this authorize the payment of a civilian?
It says “oflicers.” .

Mr. STAFFORD. That is the explanation made by the
chairman of the committee [Mr. Dext], as I understood it.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin [Mr. Starrorp] has expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. I ask unanimous consent for three min-
utes more, '

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent. that his time be extended three minutes. Is
there objection? :

There was no objection. =

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques-
tion?

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman can answer the query
propounded by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, MANN].

Mr, McKENZIE. As I understand it, and I believe I am
correct in my understanding, this paragraph provides for the
pay of officers of the staff in the department and has no refer-
ence to or anything to do with civilian employecs, but is abso-
lutely confined to the pay of officers.

Mr. STAFFORD.. Then I will direct the inquiry anew to the
chairman of the committee, whether any amount of this money
is paid to civilian employees?

Mr. DENT. I was mistaken about that.
officers.

Mr, STAFFORD. Then let the chairman explain why he
changes the phraseology so as to provide generally for the pay,
of officers when last year he specified for the pay of three
officers.

Mr. DENT. I have no objection to making it three. I offer
an amendment, in line 5, page 16, to strike out the word * the ™
and insert the word * three.”

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn,
and the gentleman from Alabama offers an amendment which
the Clerk will report. -

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offercd by Mr, DExT: Page 16, line 5, after the word
“of,” where is occurs the first time, strike out the word *the” and
insert the word * three.”

Mr. HUMPHREYS.
a question about that?

Mr. DENT. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. It was explained that the chief is a
brigadier general, getting $6,000, but that, in addition to that,
he is entitled to longevity pay, and no doubt that is true of the
other officers there. Now, it will not necessarily be the same
officers all the time.

Mr. DENT. No.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Another officer coming in would not
have the same longevity pay.

Mr. DENT. I do not think this includes the longevity pay.
That is provided for in a scparate item.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment ofiered
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, DExT.]

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the chair-
man of the committee a question, for my information, about
line 1, pay of officers of the Officers’ Reserve Corps. Do the
members of the Officers’ Reserve Corps draw pay in time of

ace?

Mr. DENT. Only when they are called into the service.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Is this for those officers of the Rescrve
Corps who were called into the service and are now in the
service?

Mr, DENT.
duty.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. They do not draw any pay otherwise?

Mr. DENT. No; not at all. They can not under the law.

Mr., SHALLENBERGER. The explanation was made of that
item that the law contemplates that every year there will be a
certain amount of training of reserve officers, and they may be
called in for service in reconstruction during the year, and
during that time they will be paid. That item was put in there
to pay them in that event.

Mr, DYER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inguire in reference to
the Aviation Service, and I move to strike out the last two words
for that purpose.

First, I will say that I note that this bill provides for an
Army of 28,579 oflicers. From my calculation and what little I
know about the military service—I do not claim to have any
special information—I can not figure out how they need that
many officers for an Army of that size—28,679 officers for an
Army of 509,909 enlisted men. I want to direct the attention

There are three

Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman

When they are detailed for some particular

of the committee to what I believe is growing up in the Army—
the practice of having it top-heavy with officers. A minute ago
the inquiry was made by the gentleman from Wisconsin as to
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whether there are not now in the War Department, holding
strictly clerical positions, commissioned officers in uniform. Of
course, we all know that the War Department is full to over-
flowing at this time with men sitting around in uniform, and in
most cases doing very little, if any, work. In fact, they are in-
terrupting the stenographers and taking their time, and they are
not doing much work either but entertaining the officers, as a
general rule.

Mr. ENUTSON.

Mr. DYER. Yes.

Mr. KENUTSON. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that a
great many bands are being maintained in different places down
there that have nothing to do except play for the officers?

Mr, DYER. That may be true. I do not know about that.
But, Mr. Chairman, I want to invite the attention of the com-
mittee to some figures that I have had prepared by the depari-
ment itself with reference to the Bureau of Aeronautics.

I do not know whether they have too many officers, but it looks
to me as though they have more officers than they need. I think
the Committee on Military Affairs, in asking us to vote for an
Army of 500,000 men with all of these officers, ought to be able
to tell us whether they need all of them or whether or not they
think some of them should not be left off.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The only information which the
Committee on Military Affairs have is that we have a table of
organization, and that a certain organization requires a specific
number of officers. The statement was made to us by the Chief
of Staff that an Army of 509,000 enlisted men, organized under
the table adopted by the United States Army, requires exactly
that number of officers.

Mr. DYER. I have no doubt the information was given to
the committee, but I believe that if the committee will take the
trouble to investigate the situation it will find that this is 6,000
or 7,000 more officers than they need for the strength of that
sized Army.

Mr. MGI\LNUID Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DYER. Yes.

Mr. McKENZIE. Let me say for the information of the
gentleman that we have now in the Regular Army 10,664 officers.
These men are permanently in the service. If the House should
decline to appropriate for, or to enact this legislation providing
for the establishment of officers for an Army of 500,000 men,
and stand squarely on the national-defense act they would only
provide for 10,654 officers.

Alr. DYER. Then the committee does not expect us to au-
thorize the commissioning of 28,570 officers, but they only ask
for the difference between what they have and what they want.
Is that the fact?

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes.

Mr. DYER. I think still if you add them up you will find
that you have too many officers. Now, with reference to avia-
tion, I have a statement here showing the number of officers
and number of men in some of these fields of aviation. I do not
know whether the proportion is right or not. I am not a mili-
tary man, and I know little about it. The gentlemen on the
committee are all military men and understand, no doubt,
whether there are too many or not. We have a little field over
here ecalled the Bolling Field, in Anacostia, where there are 34
officers and 189 enlisted men. Is that too many officers, or
should we have an officer for every enlisted man? In Brooks
Field, San Antonio, Tex., there are 44 officers to 249 men.
Probably at this place there are not enough officers. I would
be glad to have the committee investigate and say whether
or not we have flelds full of officers and whether or not the
few men that are being kept there are to give these officers a
chance to hold their commissions.

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DYER. Yes.

Mr. ANTHONY. The gentleman is aware that in aviation
most of the fliers are officers?

Mr. DYER. Are not the cadets fliers?

Mr. ANTHONY. DMost of the fliers are officers.

Mr. DYER. The gentleman from Kansas is a very well
posted man on this matter and I want to ask him a question.
Take for instance the aviation general supply depots. Do they
fly there?

Mr. ANTHONY. No; I agree with the gentleman that many
of these branches are largely over-officered.

Mr. DYER. Aviation general supply depots—they do not do
any flying, but they are supposed to look out and guard the lit-
tle Government property which they have there. Now, down
here at Little Rock, Ark., they have, according to the report
of the War Department, 17 officers and 274 men. Most of those
boys down there, or many of them, are from my home section

Will the gentleman yield?

LYII—214

of the country. I have had occasion, and others have had, to

make inquiries in reference to their discharge, and they tell

us that they can not let those boys go under any conditions un-

iii_g:ey are replaced by men enlisted under the new reorganized
¥

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri
has expired.

Mr. DYER. I ask for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DYER. Now, take this field at San Antonio, Tex. There
are 13 officers and 299 men. Los Angeles has 5 officers and 45
men. I do not think there are enough officers there. There
ought to be one for every man.

Mr, IGOE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DYER. Yes.

Mr. IGOE. Has the gentleman any information as to the
character of the work being done by these enlisted men at Lit-
tle Rock?

Mr. DYER. They are doing mostly laboring work. As I
understand it—I may be misinformed—but my information is
that they are not doing any work except to look after and
guard the property, clean up the grounds, and so forth, that
the Government has there. They keep them there for that
purpose only. The Government could hire laborers for that
purpose, I do not know what else they are doing and why they
are keeping them there is a question, unless it is to keep these
officers in their positions. These men did not enlist for doing
laboring work, but to fight the Germans.

The table I have here shows that at all these fields they have
a total of 4,330 officers and 34,859 enlisted men. In other words,
there are aviation fields of all kinds, including supply depots,
where they are guarding property—soldiers working as common
laborers—air-service depots, schools of military aeronautics,
and so forth; at all of them they have an average of one officer
to six men.

I ask the chairman of the committee or any other member of
the committee if that is not too few officers for so many men?
Only one officer is provided for each six men in the Bureau of
Aeronautics. Should they not have more officers there?

Mr. DENT. I did not quite eatch the question.

Mr. DYER. The table I have here of the Bureau of Aeronau-
tics shows that in all the depots and stations and flying fields
scattered throughout this country, there are 4,330 officers, 1,644
cadets, and 24,859 enlisted men. That provides one cominis-
sioned officer outside of the cadets for every six enlisted men.
Are there enough officers in the Bureau of Aeronautics? Should
there not be one officer for every enlisted man?

Mr. DENT. The gentleman from Missouri knows that this
whole paragraph is comparatively a new proposition in this
country. I can not tell the gentleman whether that is too many
men or not. He can answer the question just as well as I ean.

Mr. DYER. Let me ask the gentleman about lines 7 and 8,
which have just been read. It is provided there that for avia-
tion increase there shall be $1,000,000 appropriated. Why is
it necessary to vote an increased amount of money? What is
the necessity for that?

Mr. DENT. I will ask the gentleman from: Nebraska [Mr,
SHALLENBERGER] to answer that question.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, the. military law
provides that aviators who fly and are commissioned as mili-
tary aviators, shall receive 25 per cent additional pay, because
of the hazard of flying, and this million dollars is supposed to
take care of that additional pay.

Mr. DYER. Can the gentleman tell me in how many fields
in the United States now there.is any flying going on?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The law would not be affected by
that proposition anyway. I could not tell the gentleman. I
presume that flying is going on more or less in all of the fields.

Mr. DYER. If we are going to increase the pay of those who
fly, we ought to know whether anybody is flying,

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. When a man is once commissioned
as a military aviator he receives his pay just the same as he
would receive the pay if commissioned as any other officer.

Mr, DYER. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to be understood
as offering any criticism of the Bureau of Aeronautics or the
War Department or the Committee on Military Affairs of the
House, Like a great many other Members I have very little
information about military matters. We are called upon to vote
for these appropriations and for increases in the Army, and we
ask for information from the War Department and get figures
showing that in this bureaun concerning which the item has just
been read there is one officer now commissioned for every slx
enlisted men.
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman frem Missourf
has expired.

Mr. DYER. Mr, Chairman, I ask for five additional minutes

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

There was no objection.
' Mr. DYER. I have asked for information as to what these
fields are costing the Government at this time to maintaim

Figures at Love Field, Tex., show that the cost per month now, |

since the armistice was signed, amounts to $100,312.72. They

liave there 50 officers and 700 enlisted men. I do nof know |

whether they are doing any flying or not. Park Field, Tenn.,
is another one of these fields, but they do not give us the number
of officers and men. I do not know why. Perhaps it is because
of the comparison, which is worse than the one given abeve.
The cost of maintaining Park Field, Tenn., to-day, since the
nrmistice was signed, with a very few men, amounts to $94,856.48.
They say they have 75 planes at Park Field, 75 at- Love Field,
and out in California, at Mather Field, where they have 75
planes, it is costing the Government $06,710.22 a .montlv for
wperation. I call upon gentlemen representing those States to
Tell me whether or not in these days, when we are passing these
enormous tax bills, they think we are justified in calling on the
people, who are almost paying with blood these taxes, fo main-
fain these expensive fields, where they have 50 officers to T00
enlisted men, Mr. Chairman, it is my judgment that there ought
to be some investigation and inquiry by the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs to inferm the House as to the Bureau of Aero-
nautics, whether they are operating economically now, as well
as the other divisions of the War Department. We ought not
to be asked to appropriate money with our eyes shut and with
no information as to the needs touching these important matters,

Mr, DENT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DYER. Yes.

,  The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman frem Missourk
bhas again expired.

Mr, DENT, Mr, Chairman, I ask for one minute more,

The CHATIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. DENT. The gentleman from Missouri understood that
‘my request was that both the paragraphs here in regard to
aeronautics should go over until the conelusion of the bill,

Mr. DYER., Yes

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
this. go over also?

Mr, DYER. I was addressing my remarks to lines 7 and 8,

Would not the gentleman: let

of the facts that I have received from the Bureau of Aeronautics
in the last two days we are not justified in voting that inerease
for the pay of officers. How many officers there are in Wash-
ington sitting around at desks I do not know, but in the camps,
in the field there is one officer for every six men, and they are

discharge them.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
tleman yield?

Mr. DYER. Yes. ¥

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman makes the
point that we are overofficered in the Army?

Mr, DYER. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And it may be due to that fact
that there is so much hesitancy in discharging the men who
serve under those officers.

Mr, DYER. That is my judgment.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania,
officers would like to remain and hold their jobs, and therefore
they do not like to lose the Army.

Mr. DYER. That seems fo be the trouble with the aviation
eamps. I am seeking light on the subjeet.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. This million dollars to which the
gentleman is objecting, as I have endeavored to state, is a
matter fixed by law. When an aviator has proved that he is
entitled to that flying pay, he gets it. If he does not prove that
he is a flyer, he does not get it.

. DYER.
aviators.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. There is: no money available for
that extra pay unless you put it in the bill.

Mr. DYER. Have they not been paid all of the time?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. They have been paid by an item

where it provides for aviation increase, believing that in view |

Ekeeping the enlisted men there to do laboring werk and will not |
Mr. Chairman, will the gen- |

The inference being that the |

There is money already available for paying |

earried in the general appropriation bill, the same as we are |
doing here.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman frony Missouri
has again expired.

Mr., DYER. Mr. Chairman, I include the memorandum re-
ferred to and furnished me yesterday by The Adjutant General
of the Army, as follows:

{ : ' '
RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 14,
Distributiow of officers and men, Division of Milita Aeronautics,
ending Jeow. 30, 1918, iy g
' ] . Eulisted
Officers. Cadets. | oroeu
[nﬁBollh; D.C
Brooks Fiek” San Antiio, Tex-rmrorer. o
| Call Field, Wichita Falls, Tex....... n2
Carruthers Field Benbrook Tex. 576
Chanute Field, Rantoul, 111’ ... 199
Chapman Flokl,lﬁnmi -F e = 250
Everis Flaid, Loncre Fﬁrk 16 ¥ 503
Gerstner Field, Lake Charles, La.......... 57 1 6
Field, Hampton, Va. .. TR L e, odvia s 668
Ma Field, Bacramento e ;] ST 455
K‘syﬁ ﬂﬁh www TI:am. Miss_ . 67 1 55
c B0 TR e v ov v o vie o e 46 ¥ i
Selfridge Field, Mount Clemens, Mich 2
Ilnvi]h,m 03
462
25
1
Ellington Fi m&:’ﬁ\fm' ?l‘h' 5o g T
, Tex 519 14 2,275
Kelly Field, San Antonio, ’l‘ex 388 216 4,673
Love Field Dsllas.Tex. o4 m | 560
g:-:n ‘Riverside, Cal. .............. g‘: b 204 | 601
n, Tenn... 4 140 | 550
Post Fie ’Fangﬁ% Okla...... 180 | 120 | 1,231
Roc ”ﬁuu,s.; , Cal. - d S 1,501
s PV O S B A 2,724 1,349 20, 019
Balloon schools and firing centers:
A. B. 8., Fort Omaha, Nebr.............. 1150
A:BvB., LeeHa.Ij, (RS ) 819
A.B.8., Cal...... "7
Camp John Wise, %m %?I!'ngi&'ru i 768
Donfphan, Fort 8ill, Okla. .........
w’l‘mt -ninth B. Col., Fort lln\nm,\& 198
Camp gnckson Columbia, § U
Camp Knox, West Point, i\} 335
Camp McClellan, Anniston, Ala. 169
R e L 4,531
po T |
Panama, Beventh Aero Squadron......... Y Bicrmin wydiann mn
Hawaii, S8ixth Aero Squadron............. O R o e s 129
; yu - S SRR T B S WP ivanei 20
Sehoulsdm!tltary utics [
University ochn]ifomin Berh'ley, Cal.... & o6 | V-
Cornell University, Ithaea, N. ¥ .. _.__..... | MY i 5
Uniﬂrsityu!'l‘exm,.ﬁ.min 'l'ex ........ 2 136 | 51
o, N P R BT = 3| 222 78
Provisional wings:
First Provisional Wing, Mineola, Long Is-
N o et ke AN e ROy 106 ... + 541
8 Provisional Wing, Houston, Tex.. S ¥ 267
y - R S G e S DT L SR 128 |.. 808
1,800
431
2,330
318
151
150
150
132
24
‘5.
602
199
260
2,14
4,414
| ent
mﬂeneral mﬁmu Chicago, I11... . P K
Eastern Department, New York, N, N, Flevenwaivesinll 81
Southern Department, Fort Sam Houston, 3 .
Eom.heasta """ m Department, Charleston, . €. FATE e ] "
estern Department, Bml’rsmim,cﬂ! | B = T
TOERE, . o e civswmi v st iorees vl 12).. 165
Radio schools: 1
Golumbia Univeristy, Radio, N, Y. n x| 14
— Fm{’mﬁ%:n n!TnT!eahnolngy Pitts- e | «
Carni
B e A e s : 8. s | 2
TRORR s a s vovirwmsve v sws s v o] 34 2 90
Ports of embarkation: f
New York, Hoboken, N. Foocswrarmannens : Wil ot kT
Numwﬂ\&'w, V& irccososvivs dareoiciacl 1. 7
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1919
Dis‘ribution of oficers and men, etc.—Continued.
Enlisted
Officers. Cadets. man;
Aviation repmrd .
Speedwa, rF)na H.s lnd <0 15 454
Dallas, po “ B Ji s wanmnnneny 490
Huﬁtgomer}. \Ia P T LYY T T 71 P e 513
TObAY; S fevs divanabuasane i idnasnsdameass 69 15 1,457
H}smljane ous:
Abetdem (Md.) Proving Ground.. o
amp Alfred Vail, Little Silver, N. 6
St Paul, Minn 40
Detroit, "Mich,, Fort \Va)mﬂ 261
Washingten, D.C., 0. D. M. A........00 i
e o SR S R e - PR 694
;Jitulat.im
Under contro! of training section. ....ccee.- 3,37 1,629 25,758
Under control of supply section. .......... 1,008 15 9,101
Total in United States.......ceneencenss 4,330 1,044 34,850
Estimated monthly expenditures since Nov. 11, 1918,
LOVE FIELD, TEX.
Motor transportation : $2, 166. 66
Rental of grounds._ 379. 25
Maintenance of buildings_ - 5, 666. 06
Maintenance of cqulpment. pl.anes. engines, and shops— .- T, 000, 00
I‘ay of officers (50 office 7, 950. 15
of enlisted men (700 eullsted Tt PR A S L 30, 850. 00
Gt:l m!?tencneo ?]0 gg?ll sted 1%lm i e e 10, 500.
asoline, ons— ons per hour, ours per
machine per day " D e AV 131, 500. 00
Qil, 9,000 gallons—1 gallon per hour, 4 hours per machine
O L R R P 1.6, 300, 00
102, 312.72

2 T S Ty K s P R M L e eI R e T el L

1, 666, G6
Rental of grounds —— 736, 534

Malntenance of buildings .. 500. 00
Maintenance of equipment, planes, and shops_ o ___ 4, 833. 33
Pay of officers 7,950.15
Pa of enlisted men _~  30,850.00
Subsistence = o = in —-- 10, 500. 00
Gasoline, 90,000 gallons—10 gallons per hour, ours per
machine per day 131, 500. 00
0il, 9,000 gallons—1 gallon per hour, 4 hours per machine
per day- - 16, 300.00
94, 856. 48
MATHER FIELD, CAL,
Motor transportation 2, 166. 66
Rental of grounds .09
Maintenance of buildings = 4, 166. 66
Maintenance of equipment, planes, and Bhops- e , 276. 66
Pay of officers Bz, 7, 950. 15
Pay of enlisted men e 30, 850. 00
(S;;' s‘fmwﬁ'oooo 1 10 gall h 4 h 10,500..00
sollne, allons—10 gallons per hour, ours per
machine per dg _____ -~ 131, 500. 00
0il, 9, 000 gnllons——l gallon per hour, 4 hours per machine
F Lo e | A A SR S e 16, 300. 00
96, 710. 22

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the paragraph, unless the gentleman will consent
to have it go over and be considered with the other aviation
paragraphs. I take it that this paragraph, increase of avia-
tion officers, Signal Corps, $1,000,000, is in anticipation of the
two $10,000,000 appropriations that have gone over for further
consideration?

Alr. DENT.
to do with it.

AMr. SHALLENBERGER. This is pay fixed by law for avia-

I do not think this has anything in the world

tors,

Mi. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
service?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. They are commissioned as avia-
tors. They do not get this pay unless they prove they are com-
petent military aviators,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
who are already enlisted?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. For the extra hazard of flying.

Mr. MOORE cf Pennsylvania., And not in anticipation?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. No; the gentleman is correct.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw
the motion and move to sirike out the last word. There is a
great deal in what the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dygr]
said a moment ago about these aviation fields in Texas. I
have been getting considerable information on that line also,

They are already in the

This $1,000,000 is to pay men

175 planes,

and had some difficulty in getting enlisted men released be-
cause the officers were obliged to keep an army in order to hold
their status. Some of the tales which have been brought up
from the Texas camps remind us of Hoyt's pretty comedy,
“The Milk White Flag,” where every man who came into the
club and who drank Scotch was an officer, and only one private
held the army of officers together. We are all in sympathy with
what the Army as a whole has done and is trying to do, but
when the mothers and the wives of our soldiers are crying out
for them to return to their duties at home, and we find in many
cases that some lieutenant or captain or major who desires to
remain in the service in spite of the fact that the Government
is incurring the greatest burden ever imposed upon it in all
history, is standing in the way to hold down his job, we have
reason to complain. If this were a new appropriation, con-
templating new service, I certainly would move to strike it
out, because, as I indicated the other day, in my judgment the
time has come to stop these excessive appropriations for main-
taining new and expensive establishments for war, now that
we approach a time of peace.

Mr. DENT. May I interrupt the gentleman?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. DENT. The gentleman voted for the conscription bill?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I did.

Mr. DENT. And you have got that Army?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. DENT. And you have got to get rid of that Army?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. DENT. Will the gentleman suggest any way by which
:1‘81 c‘a:: get rid of it more rapidly than the War Department is

oing?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have been thinking over
that very seriously, and, after reading the testimony taken by
the Senate committee yesterday with regard to the barbarity of
certain American officers, shame upon them, those of their kind,
who have no regard for the flesh and blood of the sons of
America! I would go so far as to impeach some of those in
power [applause], and as one Member of Congress I pledge
myself to keep an eye upon this situation, so that we may say
to human brutes, those who are parading in the uniform of the
United States, that we shall take them by the neck, even as
they have takeu our soldier-citizens——

Mr. DENT. I agree with the gentleman.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And, if need be, incarcerate
them or give them the same kind of punishment they have been
dealing out to these helpless men, these true, courageous young
Americans whose lips have been shut because of military re-
strictions, and who will have no voice against inhuman treat-
ment until the President proclaims peace or until they are dis-
charged and can tell their Members of Congress what hap-
pened to them under a system which seems to have prevailed
under the direction of certain brutal commanders. [Applause.]
Of course, I do not say that this spirit of brutality, this incon-
siderate autocracy, prevailed throughout the Army of the
United States—that would be unfair and unjust—but I do say
that when I voted a boy into the service of the United States
through the conseription bill I did not vote him into voluntary
slavery where he would be so controlled by the fellow who
happened to be temporarily in command. I voted him into the
service for his flag and for his country, where I expected the
man in control, the man who wore the shoulder straps, to re-
spect the sentiment and traditions of the United States and to
give that boy a fighting chance. [Applause.]

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; I yield to my friend
from Louisiana.

Mr. LAZARO. I fully agree with the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania that officers who illtreat soldiers in the service ought
to be punished.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania.
dorses——

Mr. LAZARO. I also agree with the gentleman when he
says the boys ought to come home as soon as possible. Now,
the guestion I want to ask the gentleman is this: The gentle-
man voted for war and for the draft, did he not? .

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; because the President
asked for it and said it was necessary to have our support.

Mr. LAZARO. Was the gentleman right in voting for war
and for the draft?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would not have voted for it
if it had not been right. ;

Mr. LAZARO. Is the war over?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It is not—legislatively.

Mr. LAZARO. What is the gentleman's judgment as to wlmt
our duty is over there as to bringing the men back?

I am glad the gentleman in-
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Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Let me ask the gentleman
this: The gentleman and those who think as he does have an
idea that they will put the “ gentleman from Pennsylvania” on
the rack by an interrogation like that. Let me ask the gentle-
man from Lounisiana if he sat in a committee day by day, where
he observed that as boys were being held in the ranks to bolster
up the financial and internal differences of other nations while
his own country was being gutted of its resources, would he
stand for keeping American soldiers over there, or would he
attempt to get them back to their own country to attend to
their own business? What would he do under the ecircum-
stances? Would he stand for his own country or for the chi-
aera of a world demoeracy?

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman permit me to anwswer his
question now?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Of course,

Mr. LAZARO. I would not keep a boy in the service a min-
ute longer than is necessary; but after having voted for the war
and a draft I would not slander my Government and the War
Department until this thing was settled right.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman thinks I am
slandering the War Department when I pick out human brutes
in it, the gentleman is shooting over the mark. If an officer—a
whisky-soaked colonel, for instance, having the American flag
wrapped around him and with all the protection it affords him in
a foreign clime—deliberately sends young men te the front
under circumstances that mean certain death, while he runs to
the rear, and then refuses promotion to those who were brave
enough to do their duty, I think we might take that colonel to
task. Or if good officers are held back and incompetent—-

Mr, LAZARO. I would go as far as the gentleman——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then the gentleman would go
as far as impeachment when the times comes?

Mr. LAZARO. I would certainly do so.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, I Would not stop at the lien-
tenant over there, but I would go right up the line,

Mr, LAZARO. But I do not believe in indicting the whole
Government or the War Department because some man does not
do his duty.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Neither do I, and I have not
done so. The gentleman, however, seems afraid to criticize, I
am not afraid, and I will continue to do it when I think it proper
in justice to the fighting man.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, MANN. Mr. Chairman, we are under the general subject
of the pay of officers of the Army, which is followed by the pay
of enlisted men of the Army, two items containing a number of
different paragraphs each. I would like to get a little informa-
tion, if I can, upon what basis the appropriations proposed in

. the bill are made, What is the size of the Army as to officers
on which is based $36,000,000 of an appropriation for line offi-
cers, $31,000,000 for staff and department officers and various
other officers, and $137,000,000 for pay of enlisted men of the
line and $61,000,000 for enlisted men of the staff corps and de-
partments?

What is the basis as to the size of the Army and the number
of officers and enlisted men upon which this apprepriation is
founded? Is it contemplated that there will have to be a large
deficiency in the end to supply deficiencies in the pay?

Mr. DENT. I will state to the gentleman, as I thought I
stated in the report and in my opening speech——

Mr. MANN. I read the report and the gentleman's statement
on the floor—

Mr. DENT, That there are to be 28,579 efficers and 509,909
enlisted men.

Mr. MANN. Very well. Let us see. No one pretends, so far
as I can learn—and I will be glad to be advised differently—
that the Army will be reduced to the number of 28,000 officers
und 509,000 men by the 1st of July.

Mr, DENT. That is true.

Mr, MANN. Well, then, if the appropriation proposed is
hased upon an Army of 28,000 officers and 510,000 enlisted men
for the next fiscal year, and you have more than that at the
beginning of the fiscal year, one of two things is quite evident—
cither that you will not appropriate money enough, or there
will not be this number of officers and men at the end of the
fiscal year.

Mr. DENT. That is very true, and that is the theory upon
which the War Department has suggested that we make this
appropriation.

Mr. MANN. Ah, not at all, Let us see if that is correct or
not. If it is conceded that at the beginning of the fiscal year
in the demobilization of the Army you will have more than
28,000 officers and more than 510,000 enlisted men, then if you
are going to make this appropriation sufficient you could not

.

have that many at the end of the year, and hence ought not to
provide for that many at the end. If the Army is to be re-
duced, so that in the course of the fiscal year 1920 the average
of officers shall be 28,000 and the average of enlisted men shall
be 510,000, as is suggested by the appropriation offered, then
there is no need of authorizing that number of officers and
men to be fn the Army at the end of the year, and yet that is
what the legislative provision of this bill does. Now, how
many officers and men are expected to be in the service at the
end of the fiscal year?

Mr. DENT. Of course, nobody can answer that question,

Mr. MANN. Well, somebody has answered it by making an
appropriation here “hlch they say is sufficient. Of course, it
may be a guess, but it is, nevertheless, an answer. Here is an
appropriation based upon an average of 28,000 officers and
510,000 enlisted men. Now, we know that there will be more
than that to begin with, and if there are more than that to be-
gin with, the appropriation assumes that there will be less
than that to end with. Now, if does not need an authorization
to cut off a lot of the officers now in the Army and then
gradually to have that number at the end of the fiscal year,
It does not need this anthorization to have them at the begin-
ning of the fiscal year.

What I want to know is what is the proposed size of the
Army? The two parts of this bill do not agree. If we are to
have an Army with 28,000 officers and 510,000 men authorized
and then fill the Army full, they will have that number at the
end of the fiscal year, in which case the appropriation here is
not sufficient, Hence, it is not a candid statement to the
House, It would lead the House to believe that appropriations
are being made here that will be sufficient to cover the expenses
of the Army when it is supposed that it will not be sufficient
in another provision of the bill

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia.
man allow me to answer?

Mr. MANN, Yes. I am trying to get information from some
gentleman who knows.

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. You will understand that
500,000 enlisted men and so many officers are to be made up of
voluntary enlistments. The men now in the service go out of it.

Mr. MANN. I understand all that.

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. Now, here: As soon as the
men are enlisted under the voluntary enlistment the officers are
called into the service, and not until then,

Mr. MANN. Oh, the officers are already in the service,

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. No; you are mistaken.

Mr. MANN. They will have to be reappointed; but that is
not material.

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. Under the wvoluntary enlist-
ment plan, just as these men volunteer and are taken into the
Army the officers are furnished to furnish that Army. This is
providing for the volunteer Army after the men now in the
service are discharged by the expiration of their enlistment,
Of course, you can not tell how many you have at the beginning
of that period.

Mr. MANN. You can tell how many you authorize.

Mr., HARRISON of Virginiz, We authorize 500,000, and
they are to be got just as fast and as rapidly as they can be got.

Mr. MANN. Then the gentleman will admit that if we get
500,000 the appropriation here is not sufficient to pay them?

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. Yes; because we can not go

My, Chairman, will the gentle-

The gentleman knows that there will be more
than 500,000 at the beginning of the fiscal year.

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. Not at all.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman does not know that, he is not
so well informed as I supposed he was.

Mr, HARRISON of Virginia. Let me call the gentleman's
attention fo the fact that this is providing for the yvoluntary,
enlistment after the men in the Army now are discharged.

Mr. MANN, This bill provides for the period after this bill
passes. It will be long before the Army now in existence is
discharged. If they are discharged, they will never reenlist,
The purpose of this bill is to induce men now in the service to
enlist instead of being discharged—a proper purpose, I think.
The gentleman knows that, although that is wholly beside the
question that I raised.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. MANN. I do not often do it, but I will ask for five min-
utes more, to see if I can get the information or the defense
of the committee.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield to me?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.
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Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I think the error or disagreement,}
rather, in the interpretation of this bill has arisen from the
fact that the War Department based their estimates upon one:
propesition, and the committee is asking an appropriation upon
another idea. [

Mr, MANN. T think very likely that is the case; but both
propositions, which are conflicting, are carried in the bill.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The War Department came with
a proposition asking for 500,000 enlisted men and twenty-eight
thousand and odd officers, ois the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
Dext] has stated, and asked for that number of men, with that
program for a permanent organization. The committee did
not see fit to grant that,

Mr, MANN. In the appropriation.

Mr., SHALLENBERGER. In the appropriation.

AMr, MANN. But they qid in the legislation?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. They did, in a certain way, in the
legislation. : s
Mr. MANN. That is what I am calling attention fo.

Mr, SHALLENBERGER. The statement of Gen. Lord in
the hearing is very definite. Asked if this appropriation was to
pay for the Army in this country, he stated that it was. Asked
if there would have to be provision for the Army that is now
enlisted in Europe, if we did appropriate this money, he an-
swered that this bill .did not provide for the payment of the
Army overseas, and he said: I

If a larger foree than 500,000 men ave keg; in service here or over-
Beas, it means that there will be a deficiency later,

Mr. MANN. Now, let me make a remark in passing, The dis-
tinguished gentleman from Nebraska reads from the hearings
before the committee, but he knows, and I know, that perhaps
that is not what the officer stated before fhe committee, be-
cause these gentlemen who testify before the Military Com-
mittee have their testimony written up and sent to the War De-
parfment, and there it is gone over and wcensored. It never
comes to the House the way it is given before the committee,
They assume the rigat in the War Department fo cut out what
they do not like. After an officer has stated frankly before
the committee what he knows, they do not permit it-to go into
the printed hearings unless somebody in the 'War Department
wants it {o go into the hearings. They assume the right to cut
out what they do not want known publicly, a practice which
ought to be frowned on and forbidden. But that is in passing,
Nobody denies it.

My, DENT. That is done with every committee.

Mr. MANN. No, sir; not on your life, it is not. I have had
experience enough in committees to know that that is net the
case or the pracfice. ;

Mr. SHERWOOD. Will the genfleman yield?

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. SHERWOOD. With 28,000 officers for 500,000 men, how
many men will that be to an officer—about 1 officer to 16 men?

Mr. MANN. That is a mere matier of computation. Preb-
ably the gentleman from Ohio knows how many officers they
need. I do not know; but I want to know whether the com-
mittee is correct when I hear repeated statements made on the
floor of this House that the committee is basing its appropriation
and its authorization upon an average army of 500,000 men,
That is what the appropriation is, but the legislatien proposes
not an average army of 500,000 men but an army at the end
of the year of 510,000 enlisted men and at the beginning of the
Yyear of over 2,000,000 men. + It makes a great difference.

AMr. DENT. TIf the gentleman will permit an interruption, I
will state that if the legislative feature means that, then I am
not in favor of it.

Mr. MANN. That is what the legislative feature means, as it
seems to me, and it certainly says that. Why, the legislative
feature authorizes the enlistment of 510,000 men to serve for a
year. After they have raised that number you can not cut it
down to less at the end of the year. Now, it may be desirable—
I do not undertake to say—to have an army of 500,000 or 1,000,
000 men at the end of the fiscal year 1920, but I never like to
have my intellect imposed wipon. I would like to know what
we are doing while we are at it; and when they say in an ap-
propriation bill, *We will appropriate so mnch money, which
will cover the whole expense,” and anybody with a pencil and
paper can figure in a moment's time that it will not cover much
n;ore tl;a.n half the expense, then I want to know about it. [Ap-
plause.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Tor pay of the afficers, Philippine Scouts, $024,004. s

AMr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I

send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman frem Kentucky offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:
et E%rn'éendment offered by Mr, Fierps: Page 16, at the end of line ‘0,

"Prﬁ-rided, That no part of the funds herein apfrggriqted shall be
applied in payiient of the salary of any officer o e Army of the

| United States who shall promulgate or cause to be pron;t;l@tﬂd any
ted men

order prohibiting social intercourse between officers and

of the United States Army while not on military duty, or that will in
any way establish or attempt 1o establish social or ¢ distinctions
between officers and men or bétween officers of different ranks while mot
on military duty: Provided, That this limitation shall not apply to an
cfficer whose only connection therewith is in obedience to an order of a
superior officer.”

Mr. DENT. I reserve a point of order on that.

Mr. MANN. I suggest to the gentleman that he offer that
amendment at the end of the pay provision, instead of right fol-
lowing the Philippine Scouts.

Mr, FIELDS. I bave inguired of some gentlemen who are
better parlinmentarians than myself, and they suggested that at
the end of the pay of officers was the proper place, because it
applies to oflicers only. 7

Mr. MIANN. It might be all right there, but the gentleman
does not offer it at the end of the pay of officers.

Mr. TILSON. If the gentleman will turn to page 22, he will
find a basket clause, svhich puts into one fund all the pay of
Elhe Army, angd that seems to me to be the proper place. It says

here :

All the money hercichefore appropriated for
miscellaneous, except the appropriation for mileage to commissioned
officers, contract surgeons, expert accountant, ctor General's De-
partment, Army fielil clerks, and fiéld clerks of the Quartermaster Corps,
when authorized by law, shall e disbursed and accounted for as pay
of the Army, and for that purpose shall constitute one fund.

If the gentleman wishes to offer his proviso at that point, it
would cover all the pay items.

Mr, FIELDS. Mz, Chairman, at the suggestion of the gentle-
man, I will withhold my amendment until we reach line 11,
page 22, of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unan-
imous consent to withdraw his amendment. Without objection,
that will be done.

There was no objection. :

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr, Chairman, a parliamentary inguiry.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it

Mr., STEAGALL. I desire to offer an amendment to require
the discharge of the men in the Army svho prior to enmtering
the Army were engaged in agricultural pursuits or on the
farm, who make proper application for discharge on that ground.
Would that sort of an amendment be in order if offered as a
portion of the legislative portion of this bill?

The CHATRMAN. The Chair can not answer that question
under a parliamentary inguiry.

Mr. WINGO. I suggest to the gentleman that he attach it
to the seed item in the bill.

Mr. STEAGALL, I sant to knew if I avill lose the right to
offer that amendment if we pass this portion of the bill?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not undertake to answer
that on a parliamentary inguiry.

Mr, McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinocis
raised an interesting quoestion in his «discussion in regard to
the number of men appropriated for in this bill. It is a matter
that gave the members of the committee a great deal of -diffi-
culty in trying to arrive at some satisfactory cenclusien. I want
to read a few paragraphs from the hearings, so that you can
get the idea that the members of the committee were thinking
about this matter. Gen. Lord was before the committee, and
I asked him this question:

Mr, McKexszie, Do you think we could properly provide an appro-
priation for a very muech smaller Army in s country tham 500,000
men, estimating on the pro rata basls you use, and then in addition
make a lump-sum appropriation providing for the payment of men
and officers in Europe? And mse so much thereof as may be neces-
sary. Would that be a proper thing to do if the committee saw fit
to take that course?

‘Gen, Lonp, That is, provide definitely for a fixed number

Mr. McKexzie (interpesing). In this cowntry.

Gen. Lorp. And then provide for a contingent appropriation which
shall be expended only for the particular purposes you enumerste, and
that only such portions as were absolutely required by law for those
purpeses shall be expended ?

r. McKexzie. Yes, That would accomplish two things, the way

y of the Army and

I reason it out. Tirst, it would limit the size of the Army in the
country and require fdemobilization. Second, it would avoid brinf-
ing in a deficiency appropriation in order to take care eof our i

troops
Europe, ng:gd cither of those purposes, in your judgment, moet with
our approval?
% Gen, Lorp. I do not think I would wish to express approval or dis-
approval of a propesition of that sort.
Of course the general, knowing condifions in the War De-

partment, declined to give the information on that subject. I
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want to say frankly to the Members of the House in regard to
the question raised by the gentleman from Illinois that the
Staff of the Army asked, hoped for, and desired that we fix
the number of officers in the Regular Army for peace times at
28 579, and that we can provide for as many men as we see fit;
but that number of officers will take care of an Army of 500,000
men.

The committee, in struggling with this proposition, fully
realized that the country does not favor an Army of 500,000
men in peace times, and the memberg of the committee not
favoring that proposition have undertaken in some way to
provide temporarily for this force of 500,000 men, which they
contend are necessary for the number of officers to take care of
such an Army. But for one member of the committee, and I think
I express the sentiments of the majority of the committee, we
have undertaken, and I hope we have, such langnage as will
limit the number of officers of the Regular Establishment to
10,664, the number now in the Regular Army as permanent offi-
cers of that establishment. If we have not, I am ready to take
the suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois, or any other
man in this House, who can bring to this committee any propo-
sition that will make this subject so clear and definite that there
will be no mistake as to what we are doing, so far as the size
of the Army is concerned.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word, The Secretary of War came before the committee, as I
now recall, in the early part of January and suggested that we
would require an average army of 500,000 men for the fiscal
year 1920 to keep up our engagements with foreign countries
who cooperated with us in the war, and protect such fronts as
are required to be protected, and for the forces needed in our
insular possessions and the mainland of the United States.

The chairman of the committee and other members of the com-
mittee frequently called upon the officials of the War Depart-
ment to prepare for the committee a complete statement and an
estimate of what was required for the coming fiscal year. There
was delay and delay and delay, and it was not until about the
middle of January when we began to receive the estimates from
the department. At that, the information that we received was
exceedingly meager and indefinite. The committee spent hours
in trying to arrive at results from the meager information we
had. The committee discussed the matter of the size of our
Army for the next fiscal year. It was the consensus of opinion
that we ought to allow the War Department to have the 500,000
men they asked for, but only as a temporary force. Finally, I
suggested to the committee that we raise such a force as the
national-defense law authorized—that is, 175,000 men in peace
times under the provisions of that law. That is to say, they
could enlist volunteers for three-year periods of enlistment with
ihe Regular Army to the extent of 175,000 men. The other sol-
diers who might be necessary to round out the number of volun-
teers to 500,000 could be brought into the service by volunteering
under the act of May 18, 1917. I went to two men, one an active
officer of the Army and another a retired officer of the Army,
and told them of the suggestion. I do not think there are two
men in this country familiar with military affairs who are bet-
ter qualified to draft military legislation. After I had explained
what I thought was the wish of the committee, the provision as
we have it in the bill, or part of it at least, was drafted by one
of those two officers. It was thereupon that the committee
finally agreed to that provision of the bill. I think there is no
difference of opinion in the committee as to what the langnage
does. In my opinion it will be impossible to raise at any time
in this counfry an army of 500,000 men by volunteering. I do
not think it is possible to raise such an army.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, KAHN. Yes. .

Mr. MANN. If it is not possible to raise it, what is the
necessity for authorizing it by legislation?

Mr. KAHN. Simply this: We will have to have a certain
number of men to perform our share of the work of policing
the German front for some time to come. It is the desire to
bring home those men who are over there under existing laws
as speedily as possible. To take their places we want volun-
teers. We feel that probably 200,000 or 300,000 of the men
who are now on the other side of the ocean will volunteer to
remain over there until this emergency is seen through, but
I doubt whether we can get more than that at any time by
this legislation.

Mr. MANN, If we can not get more than 200,000 or 300,000
enlisted men, is there any need of authorizing the larger
number, and will there be any difficulty in getting any number
of officers that we authorize, no matter if we make it 150,0007?

Mr. KAHN. Obh, you ean get all of the officers you want;
there is no doubt about that. But under the provisions of this

rider you can not appoint an officer to command until you have
the men. That is one of the provisions of this legislation. It
may be that we will get the entire number by volunteering. I
have my doubts; but in the meantime you have got to provide
their pay in this legislation, because it will be impossible to
bring back from France enough men within the next two or
three months to reduce the number we have over there below
1,200,000 men ; and you have got to pay them in the next fiscal
year. You will have to pay large numbers of our men for some
time to come. We hope finally to get down to a low number of
men, and the average will be about 500,000 for the year.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from California
has expired,

Mr, MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the
gentleman's time be extended for five minutes?

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MANN, If I may pursue the inquiry a little further, if
the average is to be 500,000 men, and if the War Department
is correct in assuming that it will have at least & million men
in the service on July 1, and I think they are very much lower than
what the number will be, is there any need of having 500,000
men on that basis at the end of the fiscal year; and if it is
not expected to have them at the end of the fiscal year, is it
desirable -to authorize one-year enlistments for the whole
number ?

Mr. KAHN. The Secretary of War, as I recall, told the com-
mittee that the average would be 500,000 men during the fiscal
vear, and that the pay of that average will be about the amount
provided in this bill. It may be that we would not be able to
confinue our work on the other side at all unless we allowed
volunteers to remain over there, because undoubtedly under the
law of June 15, 1917, known as the Stone amendment, the War
Department is bound to bring back to this country within four
months after the definitive terms of peace have been agreed
upon, all the men we have on the other side.

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask a further gquestion, and I
have not been able as yet to get any gentleman to frankly
answer my question.

Mr. KAHN. I want to answer it frankly, if I can.

Mr. MANN. I know the gentleman does, but the gentleman
knows so much about the subject, and so much more than I do,
that he gets off on something that I do not understand. The
War Department in making its request to the Committee on
Military Affairs said it based its request for the amount of
appropriation upon the average of 500,000 men in the Army,
and that it based its request upon the supposition that during
the last three months of the fiscal year there would be only
200,000 enlisted men. If that be the case—

Mr, KAHN., Two hundred thousand?

Mr., MANN. Two hundred thousand ; I hold the figures in my
hand. :

Mr, KAHN. Yes; but they would be drafted men.

Mr. MANN. Any kind of men in the Army, enlisted or drafted
men, whatever you eall them. If the Army is to be only 200,000
men a year from the coming April, what is the necessity of au-
thorizing the . enlistment of 510,000 men to serve for not less
than a year?

Mr, KAHN. Mr. Chairman, the only reason that I can give
the gentleman is this: That during part of that time there will
probably be many more than 200,000 under the flag of the Union,
and that finally, at the end of the fiscal year, there will be only
200,000, but in order to carry out the plans of the department it
will be necessary at the beginning of the fiscal year fo have
many more than 1,200,000 men.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I think all of the members of the
Committee on Military Affairs are so well posted about the pro-
visions of this bill that they naturally confuse the appropria-
tions and the legislative provisions. No one has as yet proposed
to reduce the amount of the appropriation, which is based upon
an average of 500,000 men, but if that is to be the pay for the
Army and it is not to be supplied by a deficlency, what I wang
to get at is the necessity for authorizing an enlistment of 510,000
men to be in the service at the end of the year, when the appro-
priation is based on only 200,000 at that time,

Mr. TILSON. Mr, Chairman, I believe that I can give a
little information there, or at least my idea on one point. If we
proceed now to enlist a number of men toward this 500,000, their
one year would run out long before the end of the fiscal year
1920, and it may be that we shall never get the 300,000 here
guthorized. Now, there may be a number of drafted men or
enlisted men who will serve beyond the 1st of July. We shall
not be able to bring all of them home or to have other men take
their places until after the 1st of July, 1919, and they will have
to be paid out of this appropriation. If we get only a part of

r
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the full strength of 500,000, they will help make up the average.
If we could get the 500,000 to-morrow or the day after this bill
is passed, then having the 500,000 men, we should gradually
discharge them as their time rons out and thus average up to
500,000 for the whole year and——

Mr. MANN. If we could get them to-morrow, which, of course,
nobody believes we can—we know we can not get them fo-
morrow—and if we could get them the day after this bill be-
comes a law, which avill not be before 12 o'clock on the 4th of
March, and if we can get 500,000 within 30 days’ time, which we
know we can not do, what is the use of dealing in such idle
terms? Then we would make an Army in excess of the average
proposed by the War Department.

Mr, TILSON. We probably would——

Mr, MANN. It certainly would.

Mr., TILSON, Nevertheless we should be in a position so
that if the men came forward we would be able to do it, and——-

Mr. MANN. Whether the committee admits that the appro-
priation is not sufficient for the Army we propose to raise, or
whether they admit that they propose to raise an army larger
than the average of 500,000 men——

Mr. TILSON. No; neither of those, but we propose to be
able to raise the entire Ariny that we have proposed——

Mr. MANN. Then the appropriation is utterly insuflicient.

Mre. TILSON. I do not believe that we shall be able to raise
that number, but we should be ready if they should come.

Mpr, MANN. When you authorize a thing to be done you pro-
cecd on the theory that it is to be done as far as appropriations
are concerned. If you do not expect it to be done, what in the
world is the use of authorizing it? If you do not want it to be
done, why do you permit somebody to do it? As legislators
we proceed on the theory that when we authorize a department
to do something it wants to do it will do it. I do not know
whether they will, and nobody else knows.

Mr. TILSON. We have nuthorized a certain army for many
years, and yet we have never had an army up to the authoriza-
tion. We have paid the Army year after year by appropria-
tions in the Army bill, but we have never made, the appropria-
tion sufficient to pay the entire authorized Army, at least not
since I have been here.

Mr. MANN. We have frequently refused a large increase
of the Regular Army, although it never eame quite up to the
authorization. We have increased the authorization: we have
incrensed the size of the Regular Army and the number of en-
listed men until it comes pretty close to the top.

AMr, TILSON. We have never appropriated pay in full for the
authorized strength of the Army.

Alr. MANN. That has nothing to do with this question. We
propese now to authorize an army of half a million men, and
if we do let us put a provision in here sufficient to pay them.

Mr. TILSON. We propose to authorize such an avmy, but
not i permanent army, only a temporary, stop-gap ariy.

Mr. KAIIN. For one year.

Mr. TILSON. Not over one year,

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words. I want to ask a question. I would like to ask the
gentleman from California if any money this bill seeks to ap-
propriate will be used to pay the present Army and will be used
to pay an Army of 500,000 men?

Mr. KATHIN, It will pay those men who are in the present

‘Army after the 1st of July, 1919,
© My, BAER. Wilt the gentleman yield to me for a question?
I would like to ask the gentleman from Californig——

Mr, KNUTSON. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BAER. If the War Department says that 200,000 are all
that are necessary at the end of the fiscal year, why is it neces-
sary to have 500,000 after that? What are you going to do with
them-—what is the purpose?

Mr. KAHN. We will not have 500,000, because you only enlist
for one year, and their term of enlistment will expire at the end
of the figeal year.

Mr. BAER. There are the 200,000——

Mr. KAHN. The 200,000 will be part of that enlisted force.
Now, the-idea of the War Department is this: The War Depart-
ment is anxious, just as the committee and membership of this
House are anxious, to bring back as speedily as possible the men
who are on the other side. In fact we have to bring them back
under the Stone amendment:

Mr. BAER. When the treaty is sizned.

Mr. KAHN. Four months after the treaty is signed. Now, it
is generally believed that it is a physical impossibility to do that
because we have not the tonmage. We have not the ships to do
it, and therefore it is hoped by this legislation to induce a suffi-
cient number of men over there to enlist by voluntary enlistment,
£0 that the enlisted man will continue a little longer than the

man who has been over there in the drafted Army. The hope
is that those volunteers will continue their services to the counfry
till the last man can be brought home. Under the provisions of
the bill you can only enlist 325,000 of them for one year; that is,
for one year at the latest with the beginning of the next fiscal
year.

-Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin.
one question?

Mr. KAHN,
first,

And this Volunteer Army practically goes out of existence, or
the greater part of it—that is to say, all in exeess of 175,000,
who would be enlisted under the——

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr, Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. KNUTSON. Who has the floor?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can hardly say.

Mr., BAER. I am using the time of the gentleman from
Minnesota.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota had the
time, and the Chair understands that he yielded to these other
gentlemen.

Mr. KAHN. Ths gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Baer]
asked me a question, whiech I was trying to answer.

Mr., BAER, Pardon me; but I asked the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. Kxvrsox] if he would yield the time to me.

Mr. ENUTSON. I gave up the balance of my time. I
yielded the rest of it back, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. AMr, Chairman, I want to vote for every
dollar that it takes to pay and maintain the soldiers that we
have now in Europe and to bring them home. I would like to
express the desire that they be brought home as quickly as
ships can be provided to bring them. I want to vote to look
after {hosge soldiers and take care of them in every way that is
desirable, if I am given a chance, but I do not scem to be given
a chance under this bill. A cloud of words has been emitted
on that point, but 1 do not think very much can be gathered
from what has been said, at least it is not binding on the War
Department. We have got to look at the bill to find out what
the money is going to be used for, and I am unable to learn
from the bill that a single dollar that is appropriated by it
is going to pay and maintain our soldiers that are now in
Europe.

Now, what are the ecircumstances under which the bill is
drawn? The War Department is asked to estimate for 500,000
men and the necessary officers. This is the new Army that the
department desires—the Volunteer Army which they say is to
take the place of our boys in Europe. They are asked to make
an estimate for this Volunteer Army of 500,000 men, and they
zo out and they bring in these figures that we have in this
bill. And that is all they have estimated for. It is all they had
in caleulation ; it is what the money will be spent for, and that
is absolutely everything that there is to it.

As the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxn] well says, we

must assume that the War Department will do the thing that
we are instructing and authorizing them to do by this bill, and
that is to proceed to enlist an Army of 500,000 men under the
volunteer system. And if they do that thing they will consume
every dollar carried by this bill in taking care of that Army,
and there will not be a dollar left to take care of our soldiers
in Europe. If they do not do that thing, they will evidently
do all they can toward if, and will enlist a greater or smaller
number—how many I can not tell, and nobody else can. We
do know, whether they enlist anybody or not, that we will have
1,200,000 men in Europe at the beginning of the next fiscal year.
Only 270,000 soldiers have been brought home since the armi-
stice was signed, over three months ago; and we also know
that, proceeding as they have in the past, they will not bring
back more than 100,000 to 150,000 men each month hereafter.
The average up to this time is not 100,000 a month. That is my
understanding. I noticed last month that it was less than
100,000,
* Now, if they bring back 150,000 a month it is going to take
them eight months to bring back the soldiers we will have over
there on July 1, without regard to any more, and it will take
an average of two months longer to discharge them out of serv-
fce. So it will be 10 months that some of these men are going
to be in serviee, without any regard to the new Army.

There is not a man among nus who does not know that the
appropriation made by this bill is not half enough to pay our
soldiers and take care of them in Europe and raise this new
Army aid transport it over there to take their place when they
are discharged. Why, everybody knows that. There is not a
Member that will deny that fact. Are we to stnltify ourselves

Will the genileman yield for

One moment. I want to answer this question

and vote for this bill under the pretense of taking care of our
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boys in Europe and provide for the new Army when we know
it will not half do it? And do we not further know that there
is nothing in this bill that requires the discharge of anybody
that is in Europe before the expiration of his enlistment under
the conscription law? We know that perfectly well, and we
know that they will be kept in service, if there is any need for
them, until their enlistments do expire under that law. And
we know they have got to be paid. Do we contemplate that a
deficiency bill will be brought in here for a billion and a half
dollars for taking care of our Army in Europe? Is it possible
that we propose to pass an Army appropriation bill knowing in
our hearts that it is only half enough and that at the next
Congress there must be a deficiency appropriation of at least
an equal amount in order to take care of the Army?

Mr. HULL of Towa. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., HUDDLESTON. I will

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Does the gentleman know the expecta-
tion is that the largest proportion of these enlistments of 500,000
men will come from the men that are at present in Europe, and
therefore we simply take and put them in another place?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Whose expectation is that? It certainly
is not mine. I do not think anybody who knows much about
the feeling of the boys in Furope, and reads the letters the
boys are writing back from over there, that knows the senti-
ments of the people at home, of the fathers, mothers, and wives
that have been bereft during this year and a half—I do. not
think anybody that understands those sentiments can have any
such absurd expectation.

Mr, HULL of Towa. You want to get the boys back?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I do, and I want to say to the gentle-
man that these boys will not reenlist in Europe. It may be if
you bring them back here and let them go home and stay a
while and see the folks, and when they stay around a while
and see that they can not get jobs, as I very much fear they
can not, a good many of them will go back in the Army. But
the gentleman should not indulge the foolish expectation that
these boys, homesick as they are, clamoring to get back, as
they are, wanting to see father and mother and sweetheart here
in America—do not let anybody cherish the foolish expectation
that they are going to consent, for the pittance of a soldier's
pay, to stay longer in Europe to police the Rhine, or go into
Itussia, or on some other wild-goose chase.

Mr. DYER. Mr., Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. If any man entertains such an expecta-
tion, it is time for him to wake up. What have you been taking,
gentlemen? What have you been smoking? [Laughter.] Wake
up, gentlemen. If you have any such idea, you are in an un-
natural sleep, such as would indicate that you have been taking
semething. [Laughter and applause.]

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I will

Mr. DYER. Does the gentleman believe that by this provision
a year's voluntary enlistment is meant, or a year more of con-
scripted service of the soldiers in France?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I believe that the Army authorities
want to conscript the boys in Europe, o make them stay a year
longer.

Mr. DYER. I think the gentleman is right.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I think there is considerable sentiment
in certain militarist circles in this country backing up that
proposition, and I think it is time for it to be uncovered here in
this House. I want to say to you, gentlemen, that if there is
guch an idea, the plain people of the United States, the fathers
and mothers of the boys, are not going to tolerate it.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama

has expired.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
three words. -

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman can move to strike out the
paragraph.

Mr. DENT. Very well. I rise in opposition to the proposi-
tion. Mr. Chairman, it seems that there is no disagreement

among the members of the committee who have been consider-
ing this bill as to the proposition that we should proceed to
appropriate a sum of money sufficient to support an Army of
500,000 men. I believe I am correct in stating that proposition,
after listening to the different remarks that have been made
upon this subject. The only question that seems to be disturb-
ing the Members of this House—and we have not yet reached
that provision of the bill—is the language in the legislative
provision. I have repeatedly stated, and other members of the
Committee on Military Affairs have agreed with me, that if the
language of the bill was such as to provide for a standing
Army of 500,000 men, we would not be in favor of it; that that
was not the intention of the committee. Personally in the com-

mittee I thought that the best thing we could do would be to
provide for the pay of an Army of 500,000, and then provide
for the restoration of voluntary enlistments, and stop.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENT. Let me make my statement first, because every
time I start to make a statement somebody stops me and asks
me a question, and then I never get my statement completed.

Personally those were my views. If we had done that we
would have accomplished the purpose that was necessary in
order to demobilize the Army during the next fiscal year. The
proposition that the committee finally adopted, on the motion of
the gentleman from California [Mr. Kann], which was pre-
pared in the Judge Advocate General’s office, I thought could
not possibly do any harm. The committee therefore finally
agreed to it. That is to have a temporary force, purely by vol-
untary enlistment—because the language is so plain that he
who runs may read—in the event that we needed a larger
r&gn]nr force than was provided for under the national-defense
act.

Now, I can not see, to save my life, how any harm can be
done in providing that men may voluntarily enlist in a tem-
porary force which shall not exceed a certain number of men.
You can not get that number unless the men are willing to
enlist. T can not see how any harm can be done if we adopt
the method of the gentleman from California, although my own
view was that if you appropriated for just an Army of 500,000
men and provided for the restoration of voluntary enlistment,
you would have accomplished everything that was desired,

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENT. Yes.

Mr. GOOD. Does the gentleman feel that, irrespective of the
adoption of the legislative program provided for in the bill, the
Army can possibly be reduced below an average of 500,000 for
the next fiscal year?

Mr. DENT. I donot; and the provision for the pay of an Army
of that size would take care of that, if nobody makes a point of
order on it.

Mr. GOOD. I was wondering what would become of the
100,000 or more men who had enlisted before the war under the
regular provision of law, whose term of enlistment in most cases
would not expire until after the close of the year.

Mr, DENT. The committee is in possession of information on
that subjeet which leads them to believe that the number of
men enlisted under the provisions of law prior to the declaration
of war would amount to only about 30,000 men.

Mr, HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENT. Yes.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Does not the gentleman admit that this
bill does not provide for more than half enough money to cover
500,000 men?

Mr. DENT. Does my friend from Alabama desire to increase
the appropriation by another billion dollars?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I am not in favor of providing for an
expenditure without making an appropriation for it. I do not
want a deficiency appropriation to come in here of a billion and
a half dollars.

Mr. DENT. I will state now to my colleague from Alabama,
that of course in fixing the amount of the appropriation it isto a
large extent guesswork. It is bound to be guesswork, especially
under these circumstances. We know how much it costs for
officers. We make an average. The pay of the officers used to
be about $2,300, but in this bill about $2,100. We know the
average pay of an enlisted man. J

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’'s re-

quest?
There was no objection. . ~
Mr. DENT. We know that the average pay of a man under

this increased pay that we have provided for in the bill is
about $394, so that we can figure accurately on that. But when
it comes to subsistence, when it comes to general supplies, when
it comes to the amount of equipment under the Engineer De-
partment, you have got to guess more or less as to the sum of
money necessary for that purpose. We have made the very best
guess we could under the circumstances, demobilizing the Army,
as we do; and I do not think that the Committee on Military
Affairs, with the information that we have, should be abused
further by the House upon the proposition unless some Mem-
ber of the House is willing to give us a little more information
and make it a little more accurate than we have made it.

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, DENT, Yes.
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Mr. GORDON. Another answer, and most important of all,
is that nobody knows how long it will be necessary to keep this
Army in Europe, because nobody kmows when the treaty of
peace will be ratified and its ratification proclaimed. There is
an uncertainty that no one can answer,

Mr. KNUTSON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, GORDON, Yes.

Mr, KNUTSON. Would it not make a great deal of difference
whether the nations had combined themselves together in the
form of plunderbund or a league of nations?

Mr. GORDON. We are not appropriating upon the theory
that there is going to be any plunderbund. We are appropriat-
ing here, and attempting to guess at the average number of men
that will be in the Army for the period of the next fiscal year;

and the number of men in the Army and the period of their serv-"

ice is entirely dependent upon the date of the ratification of the
treaty of peace.

. Mr. HUDDLESTON. Will the gentleman yield?

} Mr. GORDON. Yes.

"~ Mr. HUDDLESTON. My understanding of this bill was that
it was to relieve the soldiers who are now in Europe and bring
them home, and put these other men in their places, without re-
gard to the date of the signing of the treaty of peace.

Mr. GORDON. Oh, no.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Does the gentleman intend to keep
them there, peace or no peace, and fo send these others over
there, too?

Mr. GORDON. No; but if it becomes necessary to bring
these men back before their terms of enlistment expire, then we
are providing an Army to replace them.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. The gentleman says “an Army to re-
place them.” What does the gentleman mean by that?

Mr., GORDON. Almost everybody is demanding that that
Army be brought back, regardless of when this war ends.

. Mr., HUDDLESTON. Is not the war ended now?
' Mr. GORDON. No; not exactly, and it will not be, either,
until the treaty of peace is ratified; and by the terms of the
enlistment contract of the men they can be held four months
after the ratification of the treaty of peace.
{ Mr. HUDDLESTON. Will the gentleman yield again?
| Mr. GORDON. Yes.
" “Mr. HUDDLESTON.
of 500,000 men,
;  Mr. GORDON. Yes.
» Mr, HUDDLESTON. Then it must be that the Army will
faverage 750,000 or 1,000,000 men.

Mr. GORDON. It must not be any such thing. The size of
the Army under the old law will depend entirely upon the time
when the period of enlistment of these men expires and when
they can be brought home.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. If peace were signed to-morrow, still
ithe Army for the next fiscal year would average in excess of

This bill is based on an average Army

" 750,000 men under this bill.

Mr. GORDON. How do you know?

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Because we can not get them back here
from Europe fast enough.

Mr. GORDON. You do not know that.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I do know it.

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield?

Mr. GORDON. I yield to the gentleman from Connecticut.

Mr. TILSON. Will any man who is enlisted under this pro-
vision of this bill increase the number of men actually in the
Army by one single individual? Is it not the intention simply
to replace the men who come out, or at least to take out one man
anyway from the number of men now in the service for every
one that we enlist under this provision?

Mr. GORDON. Of course that was the theory upon which
this legislation was recommended, that these men were in-
tended to take the place of the men now in the serviece who
would be discharged.

AMr. HUDDLESTON.
Tor that.

Alr. GORDON. The draft law by its terms expires with the
signing of the treaty of peace, and it provides that the men in
the service must be discharged within four months if they can
be returned.

_ Mr. DENT. If the gentleman will allow me, it'is a little
stronger than that. KEverybody is discharged immediately upon
the signing of the treaty of peace.

Alr. GORDON. Yes, except that although all men who en-
listed or were drafted since the declaration of war are by the
terms of the law “for the period of the war, unless sooner
terminated by discharge or otherwise,” the same act declares
that within four months after the date of the President’s proc-
lamation of peace, or as soon thereafter as it may be practicable

here is nothing in the bill that calls

to transport the forces then serving without the United States
to their home station, compulsory service shall cease.

Mr., GOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GORDON. I yield to the gentleman from Towa,

Mr. GOOD. Suppose this plan fails?

Mr, GORDON., Which plan?

Mr. GOOD. The plan to raise an Army of 500,000 men by
enlistments for one year to take the place of men now in
Europe. Suppose that fails and you do not get any enlist-
ments?

Mr, GORDON. Then we will not have any.

Mr. GOOD. How are you going to do the necessary policing
over there?

Mr. GORDON. If the terms of enlistment of the men who
are over there have not expired and their services are needed,
they will have to be kept there; that is all there is about it.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the committee
has well said that it was not the intention of the committee to
provide for a permanent Army of 500,000 men and 28,000 offi-
cers. I am confident, as a result of personal contact and of
discussion on this subject with the members of the committee,
that there is not one member of the committee who advocates
a permanent standing Army of 500,000 men. For myself, it
was my opinion that it was unnecessary and unwise to carry a
legislative provision in this bill. When peace comes the act of
1917 becomes inoperative, It dies. The men who are in the
Army under that act go out of the Army. And here is the
situation before us: There will be left about 20,000 men in the
Regular Establishment whose terms will not have expired. I
think that number is correct. If I am not stating the number
correctly, I stand to be corrected. t

Mr. SHERWOOD. It was stated yesterday on the floor by,
a member of the Military Committee—I think the gentleman
from Arkansas—that we would not have any Regular Army,
It was stated by the chairman of the commitiee a few minutes
ago that we would have an Army of 30,000 men. Now the gen-
tleman says we will have a Regular Army of 20,000 men, I
would like to have some information as to which of those state-
ments is correct,

Mr. FIELDS. It is a guess as to just exactly how many
men we would have at any given time. We might have 30,000
men one month, and the next month we might have 20,000,
because of the expiration of the terms of enlistment of men in
the service.

I would say from information that it would run from 20,000
to 30,000 men, but we have a commissioned personnel, provided
for under the act of 1916. It seemed to me that all that was
necessary was to restore the voluntary enlistment, because
when the present emergency defense act goes out of existence
the act of 1916 automatically becomes operative, and will be
in full force and effect. The act of 1917 does not go out of
existence so long as the country is at war. It can not go out
of existence until peace comes. But the act of 1916 provides
for a peace establishment, and, as I have said, will again be-
come effective as the current temporary act goes out of ex-
istence. !

Mr. IGOE. Will the gentleman yield? el

Mr. FIELDS. Yes. i

Mr. IGOE. Has the committee any information from the
War Department as to how many hundred thousand men they
will require in the United States, without any regard to
Europe?

Mr, FIELDS. At what time?

Mr. IGOE. During the next fiscal year.
hundred and some odd thousand now.

Mr. FIELDS. No.

Mr. IGOE. Did the committee inquire about it?

Mr. FIELDS. Yes.

Mr. IGOE. What does the War Department say about it?

Mr. FIELDS. They say a good many things with regard to
the demobilization of the Army that I do not agree with. They,
claim, of course, that it takes time to subject men to physical
examinations that they must necessarily undergo before they
are discharged, and that is correct. As to whether it requires
as much time as gentlemen in charge of these examinations
claim I do not know, but, in my opinion, examinations could
be made more rapidly. They claim that the ecantonments
throughout the country must be maintained for demobilizing
purposes, and I agree with them, but I do not agree with them
on the number that it takes to maintain the cantonments.
Fort Thomas, Ky., is not used extensively for demobilization, as
Camp Taylor is on the one side and Camp Sherman on the other.

The CHATIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, -

Mr, FIELDS. I ask for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

i
They have seven




3374

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

TEBRUARY 14,

Mr, FIELDS. There is Camp Taylor on one side and Camp
Sherman on the other, where there will be large demobilization
of the forces, and at Fort Thomas I am informed that they have
25 men in the hospital and 100 men in the medical branch of the
service looking after them. I do not believe that it is necessary
to keep 100 men there, and, to be frank witli you, I believe there
are commissioned officers of the lower ranks throughout the
‘continental United States who have better positions now, many
of them, than they ever had before, and who are doing everything
in their power to delay demobilization and hold the organization
intact for the purpose of perpetuating their éommissions.

" Mr. KEARNS. The gentleman says he believes it is a fact.
Does not he know it is a fact?

Mr. FIELDS. The gentlenmn heard what I said. No; I do
not know it.

Mr. KEARNS. It is common knowledge all over the country.

Mr. FIELDS, Mr. Chairman, T have consistently supported
the War Department, and I am still doing it when it is right.
I have raised no gquestion abouf bringing the men back from
Europe.

I have two boys there and would be glad to see them return,
but I realize that gentlemen might be made fo blush by the
record if they should advocate the return of thé men from
Europe before the war is over and then have some condition
develop because of the rapid demobilization that would cause
hostilities to reopen. But so far as the forces in this country
are concerned, T maintain that it is not necessary to hold in
the camps the large numbers that they are maintaining. 1t is
not necessary to hold them for the maintenance of the camps,
I know, because if that were true we would never have had any
fighting forces from the men now in the cantonments. If that
were true, these men now being held to maintain the canton-
ments would never have been considered fighting forces. They
wonld have been held as repair gangs and as upkeepers of the
cantonments.

So now that we are nof going to send them across they
should be demobilized and demobilized speedily and sent back
‘to the farms and industries.

Another thought. In 1917, prior to the reclassification, a
great many men were drafied into the service whe had wives
and children or other dependents. I have asked the Secretary
of War to make a blanket order dismissing from service all
men in this country who have dependents at home. But the
Chief of Staff says that to do so would interfere with demobili-
zatlon. I do not understand how a blanket order that every
man in the country who has dependents at home should appear
for his medical examination and be discharged wounld interfere
wlth demobilization. As constant as I have been in my sup-
.port of the War Department, T ean nof support them in such a
'doctrine as that, and I refuse to do it. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Chairman, T offer the following amendmment
as a separate paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Hr Im Page 16, after line 9, insert the
following as a new para
| “Immediately upon the ngg:roval of thls aet every man in the Army
jservice within the_United States who shall have entered the service
|sincr- April 6, 1917, shall be permitted to file an ap&lientlon for dis-
charge from the military service. If such aﬁpliuu disapproved by
(the superior officer authorized to grant such discharge, the application
!ghall be forwarded immediately by such superior officer wlth the reasons
of such disapproval to the Secretary of War for review.

Mr. DENT. Mr, Chairman, I make a point of order on the
amendment.
Mr, IGOE. Mr. Chairman, T hope the gentleman will not

make the point of order. Members of the Military Committee
have been asking us what we can do to bring about the discharge
(of these men in the United States. I stated to the chairman of
ythe committee that I thought that many of them could be re-
ieved If we would appropriate enough money to employ civilians
in gome of these positions. But there js another difficulty about
'securing the discharge of men in the United States. First, let
me say that T want to see all of these men brought back from
|Euro[m as soon as possible, but T realize that transportation and
other questions stand in the way. The chairman of the com-
mittee inseried in the Recomp as of February 11 the figures
showing that on that date there were in the United States in the
"Army 48,676 officers and 767,000 men, It was stated at the same
time Hmt the department was down to bedrock, but that state-
.ment was afterwards corrected by one member of the committee
upon the floor yesterday, No member of the committee can tell
this House how many men we really need to take care of these
cantonments and do the other necessary military work in this
country. The trouble about the thing is, as far as my observa-
tion and experience go, that under an order of the Sccretary
of War the commanding officers are in complete authority to act

“signed, but they need 15 now,

on these applications. I (o not blame the commanding officers
personally, but I do blame some of their subordinates, for the
action that has been taken inanany of these cases. One Member
of this House inserted in the Recorp an order that was promml-
gated in one of these camps, stating that letfers from outsiders,
particularly politicians, would result to the detriment of the
applicant. I have a letfer from a young man up in one of these
places in New Jersey, who was told by his captain, the whole
organization was fold, that they could file applieations, but that
if they had any letters sent from the outside, particularly from
men who were politicians, as he ealled them, the application
would go to the bottom of the list, and that was the last that
would be heard of it. In other camps when applications have
been filed they have absolutely been ignored. I have a letter
from an officer, saying that an application could not be granted
because the regulation provided for the discharge only of men
where there was the greatest distress in the family. The order
made by the Secreiary of War did not read in any such way.
The Tenth Division was ordered demobilized at Camp Funston.
A regiment of Engineers belonging to that division at the time
the armistice was signed was up here at Camp Merritt, or some
place, ready to go across. The regiment was sent to another
camp, and, as far as the Tenth Division was concerned, that regi-
ment is lost. The order for the demobilization of the Tenth
Division is not in existence, as far as these men are concerned,
and they are being fransferred to some other organization.

Out in another camp when an application was filed and a
letter written by some one on the outside, the sergeant told
the mother that because influence was being brought to bear
that that was the last that would be heard of that application.
I have gone to the department and have had them seml to find
out what has been done with certain of these applications, and
I say that when this Congress adjourns on the 4th of March,
unless we pass some legislation in respect to it, if we do not
have an extra session before July, in my judgment there will
be hundreds of thousands of these men in the service, and the
Lord help the men, for they will get no assistance from any-
body; and I want te have some amendment written into the
law under which these applications ean be filed as of right,
and directing these commanding officers to indorse their reasons
for disapproval, and to send them fo the Secretary of War,
so that the officials of the department may know what is going
on, If these men are needed, I am in favor of their being re-
tained, but I do object to some subordinate pigeonholing these
applications, Let me tell you what happened in a case llmt
I had the other day.

The CHAIRMAN,
has expired.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimons econsent for
five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. IGOE, A young man from my city happens to be up
here in one of these camps, assigned to the fire department.
I think they had about 8 men there when the armistice was
since the war is over. He filed
an application for discharge. He has a wife.
release him because he was needed. His wife has been em-
ployed, but became physically incompetent to work, for she
was about to give birth to a ehild. When the man went to
the officer and told him the situation, the officer said, “ Well, you
are neither a midwife nor a doctor.”

Mr, FIELDS, Mr. Chairman, I wish the gentleman would
put that officer's name in the Recorp.

Mr. IGOE, I will see to that some ofher time. In another
camp there was a young man who had a brother who was killed
in France. The word came to that effect shortly after the
signing of the armistice. When I saw him in the latter part of
November the young man had asked for a furlough, but was
told by an officer that he could not do any good at home, that
his brother died in France. IHe wanted to go home to see his
widowed mother and to comfort her.

He was refused. He filed an application for discharge.  Both
of these boys had been making allotments, The oflicer certified
that his services were necessary and that he could not be dis-
charged. I wrofe and wanted to know why he could nof be dis-
charged, and they simply said that he was necessary. I had
seen the young man, and his duties consisted in taking care of
an officers’ club. That was the necessary duty he had to per-
form. I went up and had the case investigated, and the man

v-as discharged.

The other day down in a field in Texas—and by the way it
seems that they must have a Iot of men from St. Louis down in
Texas, and a terrible time they have getting out, from the corre-
spondence I have—a case came to my attention.

A man who

The time of the gentleman from Missourl -

They could not’

is
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was married had himself inducted into the service. He would
never have been drafted. His wife went to work, but she be-
came ill with tuberculosis and had to quit. He filed applica-
tion and supplied the affidavits in January, and the officer at
that field said that they were going to send some 600 cadets
there, and while the first lieutenant and the second lieutenant
approved the application the commanding officer would not
approve it. The man was held. When I went up the other day
and had them wire about it, word came back that the man had
been discharged. I sent word to the woman, and got a letter
hack that she had not seen her husband. I do not know whether
the man has been discharged or not. The Secretary of War is
trying to find out, but in any event he was not discharged for a
month after this proof was supplied that his wife, who had been
employed and was working, trying to support herself, was ill
with tuberculosis and was unable to work. I hope this com-
mittee will not make the point of order against this amendment.

I do not want to have the Army turn men out if they need
them; but when Members of Congress can not get satisfaction
from these camps, what satisfaction can parents or wives get

from them? [Applause.]
Mr. DENT. Will the gentleman yield?
! AMr. IGOE. I do.

Mr, DENT. ¥From a practical standpoint, as I understand
ihe gentleman’s amendment, all that it will accomplish is that
the papers in each case shall be filed in the office of the Secre-
tary of War?

My, IGOE. If they are disapproved, the officer must send his
reason, and that is what I want.

Mr, DENT. But from a practical standpoint, the effect of the
gentleman’s amendment will simply be to have the papers filed in
the Secretary’s office?

Mr. IGOE. They are to be sent to the Secretary of War for

review,

Mr. DENT. It does not necessarily mean it is going to get
the man discharged?

AMr. IGOE. Oh, I will tell you what it means. It means the

commanding officer will have to certify the reasons for holding
him,

Mr. DENT. I am not going to make the point of order,

AMr, IGOE. I hope the gentleman will not.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

AMr, IGOE. I will

Mr. BLANTON. Does the War Department hold that a pri-
vate soldier has no right to appeal to his Representative to see
that his application gets just attention?

Alr, IGOE. The War Department does not say that, but I
avill tell you the practice. Some of these subordinate officers say
ihat Members of Congress have no right to send letters to a
camp ; it takes up too much of their time.

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield?
| Mr. IGOE. I will
/ Mr, DENISON. A young man came into my office who had
made application to be discharged from St, Elizabeths Hospital,
where he was a guard. The subordinate officer there told him
awhen he eame to town not to go and call on any of his Congress-
men at all.

Mr, IGOE. I will tell you what happened here the other day.
T went to see about the discharge of a young man—he is not
doing a blessed thing right now, not a thing—and the officer
said, “I am working 15 hours a day, and I do not let anybody
out.” That is the spirit. I want these applications to come to
the Secretary of War, so that they may be open to Members of
Congress and to the Secretary. [Cries of “Vote!”]

« The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama insist
on his point of order?

i Mr. DENT. I withdraw the point of order.

! The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have the amendment
again reported.
| The amendment was again reported.

. Mr. PLATT. My, Chairman, I want to speak in opposition
to the amendment.

Mr. DENT, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that at
the expiration of five minutes debate on this amendment and
all amendments thereto be closed.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent that at the expiration of five minutes debate on
this amendment and all amendments thereto be closed. Is there
objection?

Mr. LITTLE.
wish the gentleman would make it 10 minutes.
speak for five minutes,
© Mr. DENT. I will make it for 10 minutes,

Alr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I
I would like to

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. AMr. Chairman, reserving the
right to object, will the gentleman consent to my offering an
amendment to this amendment if I so desire?

Mr. DENT. I do not intend to cut off any right to offer
amendments, but simply to cloge up debate on this amendment
and all amendments thereto at fthe cxpiration, say, of 11
minutes,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I wish to confer with the
gentleman from Missouri about it while debate goes on, and I
should like to have opportunity to offer an amendment to the
amendment.

Mr. DENT. I do not want to cut off any right to offer an
amendment, but simply to close debate on this amendment and
all amendments thereto.

The CHAIRMAN, What is the present request?

Mr. DENT. At the expiration of 11 minutes, that all debate
on this amendment and all amendments thereto close, .

Mr. LITTLE. And I will get five minutes?

Mr. DENT. Yes. At

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent that at the termination of 11 minutes all
debate on this amendment and all amendments thereto shall be
terminated. Is there objection?

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, will
the genileman from Alabama permit me, I desire to offer an
amendment which will take four or five minutes to explain. It
does not have to do with this amendment, and is an amend-
ment to line 9, with reference to the Philippine Scouts.
hlMr. DENT. I hope the gentleman will wait until we read
that.

Mr. DYER. If the unanimous-consent request is granted I
would not have opportunity. It only applies to this item.

Mr, WINGO. Mr, Chairman, this is a very important amend-
ment, and we ought not to shut ourselves off. We have spent a
great deal of time on things which are not practical, and now we
have got a practical matter that is very important, and I do not
think we ought to shut all debate off. Some amendment might
be offered which ought to be voted down, but some amendment
n;)i:;ght be proposed which will be practical, and therefore I
object,

Mr. DENT. Then I move at the expiration of 11 minutes all
tl]ebate on this amendment and all amendments thereto be
closed.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman will not make time by that,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves to
terminate debate on this amendment, and all amendments
thereto at the expiration of 11 minutes.

Mr, DYER. Mr, Chairman, will that prevent the offering ot
an amendment now?

Mr. DENT. Not at all.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the motion.

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the ares
seemed to have it.

On a division (demanded by Mr. WixnGo) there were—ayes
40, noes 3.

Mr. WINGO. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of no quorum,

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas makes the
point of no quorum. The Chair will count. [After counting]
Ninety-seven Members are present, not a quorum.

AMr, TILSON, Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Connecticut moves
that the committee do now rise.

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the
noes seemed to have it. |

Mr, TILSON. Mr. Chairman, T ask for tellers, H

Tellers were ordered; and Mr, DEsT and Mr, Tmsoxy took
their places as tellers.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes
5, noes 103. }

So the motion to rise was rejected. "

The CHAIRMAN, A quorum is present, and the committee
refuses to rise. The question now recurs on the motion of the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr, Dext].

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 1

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr,
Prarr] is recognized for five minutes.

Mr. PLATT. Mr. Chairman, I have been very much amazed
to hear members of the majority party, who are supposed to
be supporting the administration, get up here and denounce the
War Department, one after another, and not only amazed at
that but amazed that here is an amendment that has been
offered from that side of the House which would give the Secre-
tary of War infinite embarrassment if it should be passed; and
yet nobody on that side of the House has the guts to raise a
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point against if, not even the chairman of the eommittee in
charge of the bill.

The proposed amendment would give the Secretary of War
more embarrassment than anything else you could do. We all
get these complaints from the boys who want to be discharged,
but a lot of men——

Mr. DENT. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

Mr. PLATT. Yes,

Mr. DENT. Of course, it would be subject to a point of
order, and if the gentleman wants to take care of the Secre-
tary of War why does he not make the point of order?

Mr. PLATT. I hold no brief for the Secretary of War, and I
want to get an opportunity to say a few words first, as the
chairman of the committee did not raise the point of order——

Mr. GORDON. What is your objection to it?

Mr. PLATT. It is perfectly obvious that if you require the
applications for discharge of a million men to the commanding
officers, to be sent to the Seeretary of War, he would be over-
whelmed with them, and there would be a whole lot more em-
ployees in the War Department than there are now, as the Sec-
retary of War could not give them his personal attention. The
Secretary of War already has thousands of letters, whole
sacks of them, on this subject.

What was the matter with Circular No. 77, allowing indi-
vidual discharges for specific reasons of necessity at home? If
it had been properly guarded, it would have been a very good
circular and a good general order, but it was apparently given
out that anybody in the Army could get his discharge by making
application and stating that Le eould get a job. The result was
that all the eommanding officers in all the cantonments were
overwhelmed with applications for discharge, and the thing
defeated itself. Then the Secretary of War tried to take it
back and said, as I understand his attitude, that he did not see
why a married man with a job should get out ahead of an un-
married man without a job, his position being that an unmar-
ried man has got to hunt both a job and a wife, and therefore
ought not to be handieapped. That may seem humorous, but,
after all, a man with a job, whose job will wait for him, is
perhaps more entitled to a discharge immediately than others,
The whole question is whether the country needs the services of
these men, If it does not, they should be let out.

Mr, HASTINGS. Does the gentleman think they need them?

Mr. PLATT. If it does need them, Members of Congress
ought not to be interfering all the while. If genilemen, par-
ticularly Democrats, want fo criticize the War Departinent,
why do they not criticize the Commander in Chief and lis Sec-
retary of War, who make the policies under whieh these things
are done?

Gentlemen get up here in the House and say that subordinate
officers, lieutenants, and so forth, are getting more mouey in the
‘Army than they ever got in private life, and that they are inter-
fering with the discharge of soldiers, so as o hold their own
jobs. That is absurd, and they know if. I do not know how it is
with other Members of Congress, but 1 get more letters, far
‘more in proportion to the number, from officers who want fo be
released than I do from enlisted men.

Mr. IGOE. This includes officers as well as men, as I will
say to the gentleman.

Mr. PLATT. Officers can resign.

Mr. IGOE. They can not get out when they want to,

Mr. PLATT. Of course, they can not all get out when they
want to, but their applications come to the War Department,
anyway.

Mr. IGOE. Just recently the War Departinent made an
order that any man in the service abroad could file an applica-
.tion for discharge, and that the papers were to be sent to Gen.
Pershing. Is he not as busy as the Secretary of War?

Mr. PLATT. That order is pretty carefully guarded. It
refers only to cases of severe illness and extreme necessity at
‘home. It ean properly apply only to very few men. If they are
'going to allow everybody to make application for discharge,
you might as well disband the Army at once and say to the
Germans: “Come on back. We are going to get out at once.
We are tired of defending democracy, and we are going to dis-
band our Army."”

Phe war is not over. It is over in one sense, but not in

- another. Obviously we have got to have an Army for some
time yet. I do not think our liberties would be seriously in
peril if we had a standing Army of one-half of 1 per cent of
our population, 500,000. I do not think we ought to denounce
.such an Army as if it were going to upset the liberties of the
jcountry. As a matter of fact, these men who are importuning
us to get out of the Army now and out of the Navy, quite a
‘proportion of them, when they get out will turn around and
!enlist. How do I know it? Because they are doing it now. Men
'coming out of the Army are reenlisting in the Marine Corps,

FEBRUARY 14,

Mr. DYER. And that is the best place to enlist. ¢

Mr. PLATT. That is the only place they can enlist at present,
except in the Navy, which is said to be enlisting 1,600 men a
week. Many of the complaints of the soldiers ave just, but many
of them should not be taken too seriously. We do net want
to create the impression that Congress is in favor of disbanding
the whole Army all at once, and that is just what many Members
are doing.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PLATT. i will ask for two minutes more,

Mr. DYER. I ask that the gentleman have three minutes
more.

The CHAIRMAN. The time agreed upon was 11 minutes,
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Pratr] was to have 5
of that, and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. LrrTiE] was to
have 5.

Mr, LITTLE. Mr. Chairman—

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, a peint of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WINGO. That agreement was objected to, and the de-
bate closed on the motion, without any limitation at all.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is right about that. It
was closed by vote. The Chair had in mind what the agreement
was. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
Lyrrie] for five minutes. That is making effective what the
Chair understood the agreement would be if it were earried ont.

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, we have just heard it stated
that a great many soldiers are leaving the Army and going into
the Marine Corps as fast as they ean get out of the Army. The
reason for that, I suspect, is because the officers of the Marine
Corps have more sense of appreciation of the demands and
necessities of the American people than have the officers in
charge of the organization of the Army. If you make out a
good case with the Marine Corps you cian get your man out.
The trouble in the Army is that the final power to decide
whether a farmer needs his boy worse than the Army does is
lodged with some little chap somewhere who thinks he is an
irresponsible autecrat and who is going to decide for himself
that question without regard to consequences unless we enact
the consequences. They have gone so far as to issue orders,
some of which I read here January 29, that if any boy who
wanted to get out had the support of a Member of Congress that
knew him and certified to the facts in his ease he would be
the last one on the list, and he would have more trouble than
anybody else. That is the kind of trouble we are up against.

Mr. DEMPSEY, Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LITTLE. Yes.

Mr. DEMPSEY. I received a letter from a lieutenant colonel
a day or two since in which he stated that it was his observa-
tion that all applications that were indorsed by Members of
Congress and other prominent men were very poorly founded ;
that they had submitted very poor grounds for relief in such

cases,

Mr. LITTLE. The reason why Congress ought to pass this
provision is that the men whose discharges they recommend are
discriminated against by these irresponsibles. The case out in
the naval training station near Chicago I called attention to,
and in a few days the Bureau of Navigation issued an order to
the effect that all men desiring to get out should be discharged
upon their applications, providing they are in certain detach-
ments named. Now, I find to my regret that that order is not
obeyed. Twice I have received letters from officers who had
not evidently heard of it, officers who wrote to me that the
man's application was on file and would be examined, and if the
facts warranted it the man who had made the application would
be discharged. :

A law should be made and the officers called fo its obedience.
There is no reason on earth why a little petty officer in a little
or big place who writes from down in New York that anybody
who has the recommendation of a Congressman hag a bad case,
should be allowed to hold his place. The war is over, and every
boy in the United States who has a job, whose father needs him,
or whose school is open for him ought to be discharged on his
application, as the Navy has indicated. And yet we find fellows
like this lientenant colonel writing to the gentleman, a Member
of Congress, that he can not think of such a thing gs giving his
reasons consideration. There is one remedy in such a case,
and that is to have a review somewhere. That review should
probably rest with the Secretary of War.

If he needs more clerks to perform the clerieal work involved
in such reviews, he could command the services of some of
thesce soldiers who are going around and doing nothing. I
would rather have these petty officers, who have no sense of
responsibility, relieved anyway. The law should reach these
feudal despots. The other day a boy was acquitted by a court-
martial, and when the acquittal yent before Maj. Gen. Thomas
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Barry, up at Chicago, who is about the best example of the
typical autoerat we have, he disapproved it, although the law
and the evidence said it ought to be snstained. But he could

not help himself, and the boy was released. That is the class:

«of peaple that we are up against—petty autecrats, with no idea
of the necessities of the American farmer or the boy in the
#hop or the schoolboy.

Now, gentlemen, we ought to have a review by somebody with
some sense of responsibility, with some views broader than
those of a petty officer or even of an officer higher up. Let the
Secretary of War review these vcases.
«wivilian citizen, at least, and he ought te understand these
things. Let him have a proper board of review before 4 body
«©f wivilians,

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yicld?

Mr. LITTLE. Yes.

Mr. LAZARO. 1 fully agree with the gentleman that in the
_case of an officer who acts as the gentleman stated officers did
i while ago, he ought to be called down.

Mr. LITTLE. This is the -only way to do it.

Mr. LAZARO. But I do not think you ought to undertake to
indict the whole War Department because some officérs do not
«o their duty. The gentleman said the war is over. Is it over?

Mr. LITTLE. It is over over there, even if it is not over over
here. [Laughter.] We are not indicting the department. We
are reposing confidence in it instead of in the irresponsibles.

Mr. LAZARO. Do you mean teo say that the peace treaty is
signed?

Mr, LITTLE. No. We have nearly 2,000,000 men over there,
and to-day they are arranging to raise 500,000 more men in
order to let them out over there. I am not in favor of quitting
before the end is reached, but this bill arranges for that. Why
should these men be held unnecessarily? It is nof necessary

to keep those who are ready to go to school or work. We

have been informed a few moments ago that often boys re-
leased from the Army in the United States go right away and
enlist in the marines. The marine officers have generally

seemed to realize that the needs of civil life now are superior
to theirs for the moment. They have comported themselves
with reason instead of insulting our taxpayers and their Repre-

sentatives. If you treat these boys weH and act with com-
yprehension of the country’s needs you will have no trouble in
filling up the ranks, as the experience of the Marine Corps
shows. [Applause,]

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Kansas
has expired.

My, JONES. Mp. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

IGoE: In line O of said amendment, after the word * application,” insert
the following : * together with any affidavits and all other proofs which
may have been submitted with such application,” so that as amended
the amendment will read, “ I1f such application is approved by the
superior officer anthorized to nt such discharge, the application, to-
gether with any affidavits and all ether proofs which may have been
submitted with such application, shall be forwarded immediately by
snch superior offieer, with the reasoms for such disapproval, to the
Secretary of War for review." g ;

| Mr. JONES. AMr. Chairman, I do not care to make a speech
on that. I think the amendment is self-evident and should be
adopted along with the other.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment to the amendment,
| The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend-
ment was agreed to.
| Mr. BAER., Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota offers
an amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Baer offers the following amendment to the amendment of Mr,
Icor: At the close of the amendment add:

* That it shall be the duty of officers to notify and Instruct men
under their commands as to the method of procedure prescribed by
the regulations for securing an honorable discharge from the service?

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the
amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment
08 amended.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr, JOHNSON of South Daketa. Mr. Chairman, I have two or
three amendments for which I desire recognition. I will read
It is as

the first one and then send it to the Clerk’s desk.
follows:

He is an American

3 18, after the figures ““ §$624,004,” insert:

**All officers and enlisted men who in actual combat or while in actual
service at any front shall have performed the duties of an officer or en-
listment -man of higher grade or rank shall, for the period during which
such «duties were performed and until relieved hy competent authority,
receive the same pay and allowances as the officer or enlisted man of the
grade or rank whose duties were assumed. Such payment and record
‘of service shall appear on the discharge certificate of each officer and
man affected. For pay of such officers and enlisted men, $2,000,000.”

Mr. KAHN, T reserve a point of order on the amendment.

Mr. STAFFORD. It has not been offered yet.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. 1 offer the amendment.

Mr. WINGO. I suggest that the amendment be reported at the
Clerk’s desk,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota offers
an amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered biy Mr, Jouxsox of South Dakota : Page 106, after
the figures * $624,004," insert:

“All officers and enlisted men who in actual combat or while in actual
service at any front shall have performed the duties of an officer or en-
listed man of higher grade or rank shall, for the period during which
such duties were performed and until relieved by competent authority,
receive the same pay and ances as the officer or enlisted man of
ithe grade or rank whose duties were assumed. Such payment and record
«0f service shall appear .on the discharge certificate of each officer and
man affected. For pay of such officers and enlisted men, £2,000,000.”

Mr. JOHNSON of South Daketa. Mr. Chairman, I must ad-
mit that if the point of order is made against this amendment
it is well taken, but I hope that the gentleman may be induced
not to make it. It is a well-known fact that two things in com-
bat at the front during the late war were always present and
expendable and need not be accounted for. One was the supply
of first and second lieutenants and the other was ammunition,
A great percentage of the lieutenants and officers were incapaci-
tated for service, Many of you may mnot have realized that
immediately upon the incapacitation of those officers, sergeants,
corporals, and enlisted men at once assumed command of the
different companies and performed the duties of the officers.
No provision has ever been made for recognition of their serv-
ices, and no provision has ever been made for their payment.
The payment amounts to nothing for the services that were per-
formed. It is the recognition that should be given. I can call
to mind one particular case in a company with which I am
personally familiar, and could mention many other cases, where
every officer was either killed or wounded. In this company
immediately after disappearance from the field of action of
the officers seven sergeants in succession assumed command of
that company. The sergeants were killed or wounded, and the
company was taken from the line with a corporal in charge,
with 90 men. Now, something should show upon the recerds
that those inducted or enlisted men did the work that officers
had been performing and did it just as well, performed the serv-

; | ice just as well, as any officer could have performed it.
Amendment offered by Mr. Joxes to the amendment offered by Afr, J ? ny L

Mr, LITTLE, Will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. For one question.

Mr. LITTLE. Was not that second lieutenant a Member of
Congress.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Not at that time.

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will,

Mr. KAHN. I agree with the gentleman that semething
ought to be done for these men, but can the gentleman give the
House or the committee any information as to how many of
these men there were who took this advanced rank and led
their men?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will say te the gentleman
that there is no man in the world that could give him the com-
plete information he desires. All of it could not be secured per-
haps for 15 years, because all of the cases will not develop by
that time. There are many thousands of cases where some buck
private or first-class private or corporal or sergeant performed
the duties, and I desire that they may receive one day’s pay-
ment and have the record made, and have it appear on- their
discharge certificate, so that their parents may know that they
performed services of the highest rank and performed them well.

I want to call the gentleman's attention to the fact that my
amendment provides and applies only to men who performed
these services under actual battle conditions at the front. It
does not apply to any man or officer who did not perform the
services under actual battle conditions.

Mr. KAHN. May I a% the gentleman another question?
Does not the gentleman know that there are claims now pend-
ing growing out of exactly that kind of condition in the Civil
War? There was some legislation of this kind passed, without
information, and claims are coming up now, fifty-odd years after
the war is over—elaims for additional pay. Does not the gen-

‘| tleman candidly think that this matter ought to be investigated
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and full information given to the House before he proposes an
amendment of this kind?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I would say not. The mat-
ter is of little expense for the pay for each man for a day or
two. It makes little difference, and I would accept an amend-
ment providing that all of these claims must be presented within
six months or one year, if the gentleman desires to propose one.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. In view of the statement made
by the gentleman from California, let me say that those claims
mentioned by the gentleman from California are not claims at
all of the character the gentleman is now discusing. Those
claims, and I think I speak advisedly, are of men who com-
manded companies, not under battle conditions, but during the
period after the war was over.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South Da-
kota has expired.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the
gentleman's time be extended five minutes,

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I believe we are all in sympathy
with the gentleman's proposition, but I do hope that this bill
will not be leaded down with too much legislation, and for that
reason I make the point of order.

Mr. MADDEN. Will not the gentleman reserve his point of
order and let the gentleman from South Dakota have five min-
utes more?

Mr. DENT. I will

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from DMinnesota asks
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from South
Dakota be extended five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Now will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I understand the gentleman’s
amendment provides simply this, that these men who in actual
battle, by reason of the incapacity of the superior officer, takes
the position of the superior officer and performs his duty, lim-
ited to battle conditions, are to be recognized by having the pay
of that officer whose duties they assume, for a short period of
time and that that would in most cases be a day or two days
or two weeks?

- Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I thank the gentleman for
his observations, which are helpful in the presentation of the
facts. I am not familiar with the claims growing out of the
Civil War, because I had very little to do with that particular
war. [Laughter.]

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Are the cases that the gentleman
has in mind those in which the commanding officer have in their
reports commended the soldiers for performing services of that
kind?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes. The records will show
that captains were incapacitated and the lieutenant had gone
and the sergeant or corporal took his place.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, And the official reports of the
battle show it?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Absolutely, and they will
show that corporals and sergeants have had charge of com-
panies, and they never will get the recognition unless the gentle-
man abstains from making the point of order and allows this to
go into the bill. There is no great amount of money involved.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit an-
other question? That meets the objection raised by the gentle-
man from California, because the reports of the general com-
manding the battle that they rendered the services ought to be
ample proof of the fact?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I think so.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. One other suggestion. The gen-
tleman from California turned to me and said that the general
would not make such a report. The gentleman from California
forgets the historic case in which Gen. Gibbons, in his report
after the Battle of Gettysburg, says that after he was wounded
and Gen, Hancock was wounded, Lieut, Col. Frank Haskell, of
a Wisconsin regiment, performed the duties of a general in com-
mand of the division, and as such rendered heroic and vitally
important service on the third day at the Bloody Angle and
clump of trees. His name is mentioned in the report of the
general.

Mr, KAHN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes.

Mr. KAHN., The reports the gentleman speaks of were un-
doubtedly made by the captains of the companies where the
sergeant performed the services of the second lieutenant.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Not necessarily by the cap-
tain of the company, but by the commanding officer,

Mr. KAHN. Of the immediate unit.

Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes.

Mr. KAHN. That would not probably be the general, would it?

Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota. As a matter of fact, the
reports would not be necessary, because the casualty lists as
they came out would show that certain men were incapacitated,
and therefore the next junior man in rank must have taken
charge of the company.

Mr. KAHN. That is true; but who would make the report?
‘Would it be the general in charge of the division or of the brig-
ade, or would the report be made by the captain of the company
or the lieutenant of the company, or the major of the battalion,
whichever the case may be?

Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota. It would be made by the
commanding officer of the company through military channels to
the major of the battalion and the colonel of the regiment.

Mr, KAHN. Exactly so,

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Exactly. We agree upon
that proposition entirely. The report would be forwarded to the
general of the brigade and then of the division, but I want to
emphasize this fact, that if you do not recognize these enlisted
men, these privates, corporals, sergeants at this time in this bill
they will never get the recognition. I should dislike myself to
be the man who would take the attitude that these enlisted men
who performed this service should not secure the little three or
four dollars a day and the statement on their record that they
were big enough to take command of a company in some of the
greatest battles of this war, and I plead with the Members of
this House not to make the point of order, because I know of
my own personal knowledge that they are entitled to that ree-
ognition, and they ought to receive it. [Applause.]

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, is my colleague’s amendment so
phrased that it will be retroactive?

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Yes.
says, * who shall have,” and so forth.

Mr. REED, I wanted to be certain of that.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from South
Dakota has expired. Does the gentleman withdraw his reser-
vation of the point of order?

Mr. KAHN. I do.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the committee
;lixade a point of order, or l'eser\cd it. and left the floor in my

arge,

The CHAIRMAN.

It is so phrased. It

Does the gentleman make the point of

order?
Mr, FIELDS. It has already been made by the chairman.
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Oh, no; the point of order

has not been made. I ask the gentleman not to make it upon
the theory that the chairman desired it, when he is not present.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. If it is the gentleman's intention to
make the point of order, before he makes it I would like to make
a request of him.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I am unwilling to assume the
responsibility of making the point of order. I understood the
point of order was made, and I was about to call the Chair's
attention to that fact; but if the point of order has not been ,
made I am unwilling to assume responsibility for making it.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the situation to be
this: The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Dext] said that he
would make the point of order——

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio makes the point
of order,

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr.
serve it for a moment?

Mr. GORDON. I will reserve it for a moment.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. If the gentleman will so amend his
amendment as to strike out the money feature, so that the fact
of this particular service may be indorsed upon the man's dis-
charge, would the gentleman then withdraw the point of order?

Mr. GORDON. No. The money feature is not material with
me, but the point is this, that in such an Important matter I
believe it ought to be done in the regular way by legislation,
The reason that makes this subject to the point of order is the
reason why a bill ought to be introduced by the gentleman from
South Dakota, and referred to a wmm[ttee. and that it ought to
be sent to the War Department for their recommendation, so
that it will be done properly. This evidence is all retained, as

Chairman, will the gentleman re-

the gentleman from South Dakota has pointed ouf, in the reports
of the officers of these different units, and the fact that it is not
tacked on this appropriation bill as a rider does not necessarily
preclude its being enacted into law,
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Mr. LITTLE. Mr, Chairman, I reserve a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio makes——

Mr. MANN, Will the gentleman reserve his point of order for
i moment?

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN, What is the point of order?

Mr. LITTLE. My point of order is that the gentleman from
Ohio reserved no point of order, and he gets in too late after

on.

Mr. GORDON. The chairman of the committee made it and
then he reserved it and went out.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio did not lose any
right, beenuse the moment it was apparent that it would not be
made by the gentleman from Alabama, the gentleman from Ohio
made the point of order and reserved it——

Mr. GORDON, I reserve it at the request of the gentleman
from Illinois,

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I am going to make an appeal to
my friend and our friend from Ohio, and I am sorry he is not
going to be with us in the next House. [Applause.] Here is the
sitnation : These enlisted men—and this applies in the main to
enlisted men ; it may apply to some officers—are soon all to be
dischargéd from the Army. I was disposed to feel when the
amendment was intreduced that a point of order ought to be
méade upon it, because I fully sympathized with the position of
the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman in charge of the
bill that legislation of this sort really ought to be brought before
the appropriate committee at the appropriate time and consid-
ered, but, after all, that can not be done at this session of Con-
gress. The Committee on Military Affairs if they wanted to
would have no opportunity to pass a bill on this subject at this
session of Congress now apart from the appropriation bill, so
that practically the only way we can do this at all is to do it
now on this bill, After they receive their discharges it is prob-
ably too late to show anything of this sort on the discharge.
Now, there is this feeling in the Army to-day, and I think we all
know it. The enlisted men are sore very largely at the officers
and at the Government, a natural condition produced probably
by natural causes, not intentional. It seems as though we might
at this time, when comes the only opportunity when we can do
it, to do this little fribute to the enlisted man in the Army who
in the face of fire marched to the front and took command of
his company and led them probably in many cases to his own
death, I hope, sympathizing as I do with the position of the
gentleman from Ohio, being very much opposed to the average
piece of legislation being offered as an amendment to an appro-
priation bill, that under the circumstances the gentleman from
Ohio and the gentleman from Alabama will feel at liberty to let
the House express itself upon the merits of the proposition.
[[Applause.] I think it would be a graceful and a gracious atti-
tude to take and would very much help the morale and spirit in
the Army. [Applause.]

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Chairman—well, I made the point in the
absence of the chairman who has returned——

Mr, DENT. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order,

' The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained,

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr, Chairman, I offer the
following amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 16, after the figures “ 624,004 insert: “In all cases where
officers or enlisted men have been promoted to higher grade or rank and
throutgh no fault of their own have not received notice of such promo-
tion for a period of more than three days after the date of the order
thereof, the pay, and allowance of the officer or enlisted man so promoted
shall in the ﬂinﬁer rank or grade commence on the date of the issuance
of the order of Prumotion. For the pay of such officers and enlisted
men, $2,000,000."

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on
that. I hope the gentleman will withhold that and offer it when
we reach the legislative portion of the bill, where it would more
properly come in.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I will say
to the gentleman from Alabama that one amendment has been
adopted, one of my amendments has been offered at this place,
and I feel that an amendment of this kind fits as well into one
place in the bill as another, and in the congestion that will come
at the close of debate on this bill it will be impossible to be
heard, and I would like to have the gentleman allow the com-
mittee to express itself on this amendment,

In a very few moments, if the gentleman will permit me, I

could give him the reason for this amendment,
Mr. DENT. I reserve the point of order.
Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota, Owing to the defective

mail service in the American Expeditionary Forces, a great
many officers and enlisted men who had been promoted and had

been wounded did not receive the notice of their promotion for
two or three months,

I have been careful about criticizing the administration or the
War Department about anything that occurred during the course
of this war, as I shall continue to be, It is very easy to criticize,
and I notice that many of the men who indulge in criticism do
not mention names, dates, or places. If I have any eriticism
now or at any other time I shall give the names and the dates
and the places. I simply want to call attention to the fact that
through the fault of some one, I do not know who, we did not
get any mall in the American Expeditionary Forces. Many,
men went into action; they were wounded ; they were promoted
on the field and then wounded ; and they did not get notice of
their promotion from sergeant to second lieutenant for, say, two
or three or four months, and they never received the pay that
they should have received. I can name some of them. There
was Lieut. Evern Jones, from Mississippi. I can not remember
the place in which he lives, but I can find it. There was Second
Lieut. Arthur 8mith, of the Thirty-seventh Division, who was
wounded in the Argonne Forest with a machine-gun bullet, and
who for two months never recelved notice of his promotion;
there was Lieut. Towson, of the Three hundred and thirteenth
Infantry, who was wounded in action at Verdun, was promoted
on the field, and after his promotion, because he was wounded;
sent to a hospital, and did not receive any mail, he never had a
chance to accept the commission. And there were perhaps 5,000
or 6,000 cases of wounded men who, because of the fault of the
War Department or the Post Office Department, did not receive
notice of their promotion and did not receive the increased pay,
and they are equitably entitled to it, [Applause.]

Now, the only way they will get this pay for the next 10 or
15 years will be by the adoption of this amendment. And I
say at this time that if the Military Committee of this House,
representing this administration, want them to get the pay they
will only have to give this House an opportunity to vote, be-
cause I know the feeling of the House in this matter,

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota. v

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Is the state of the military ree-
ords such that very likely by consulting them they could arrive
at a way of adjudicating these matters?

Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota. Absolutely, because there
is the date the men were promoted. They are mailed a notice
of promotion. These notices followed these men all over France,
They are at the hospitals, and I suppose some of those motices
have not been received yet. The men were performing the
duties of the higher grades and they were entitled to receive the
pay, and the records are clear and plain. There can be no dis-
pute about the facts in-the case,

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I did not mean by my question to
doubt the proposition of the gentleman, but merely to ascertain
whether the facts were available so that the intent of the amend-
ment could be carried out.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Absolutely.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. And that condition does not become effec-
tive until the man accepts? !

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Until the man accepts; and
he can not accept until he receives a notice, and men did not
receive it because of the defective mail service. I would say, in
conclusion, that my proposal is that the promotion of each man
shall become effective on the date where, through no fault of
his own and that is expressly provided in the enlistment, he
did not receive notice of his promotion. It applies to enlisted
men and sergeants who were promoted, and second lieutenants
who were promoted to first lieutenants, and so forth. The
amendment is aimed to meet the needs of the lower grades only.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is sustained.

Mr. LITTLE. Is it not a fact that there iz an appropriation
to pay men from the time they are promoted?

Mr. GORDON. A man Is entitled to it as a matter of law
whether it is received by him or not.

Mr. LITTLE. If that is true, this is not subject to a point
of order. There is merely an appropriation. }

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. He does not get his pay
until he files his acceptance of the commission, and the action
of the chairman of the committee in not allowing this to go
through means that thousands and thousands of young officers
and enlisted men who were wounded and sent back to the hog-
pitals will not get their pay. ?

Mr. GORDON. The gentleman is incorrect about that. It
can always be corrected by subsequent legislation. 3

The CHAIRMAN, All of this discussiop s out of order,
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Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I will say to the gentle-
man that the rule I have given was the one in force in our
Army.

The Clerk read as follows:

For pay of the officers, Philippine Scouts, $624,004.

Additional pay to officers for length of service, $4,506,933.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. DYER. What part of the bill have we read?

The CHATRMAN. We have just finished lines 10 and 11.

Mr. DYER. I called the attention of the chairman of the com-
mittee to an amendment I desire to offer at the end of line 9,
which I could not offer until the discussion was finished on
these other amendments. I have an amendment that goes
directly to that line, and I ask permission to present it.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Missouri.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Dyer: Page 16, at the end of line 9,

sert :
“ Provided, That captains and lientenants of Phlll;t)})ine Scouts who
are citizens of the United States shall hereafter be retired in the grade
held by them at the date of retirement and shall be retired for dis-
ability under the same conditions, including pay, as officers of the Regu-
lar Army, and that they shall receive as red pay 2} per cent a year
for each year of service, to a maximum of 75 cent of the active pay
of their grades at date of retirement and red pay being increased
for the additional Jﬂeﬂrs of service up to the maximum of 75 ger cent
of the active pay : Provided, That hereafter when an officer of Philippine
Scouts has served 20 years he shall be eligible for retirement under the
provisions of this act: Provided further, t all officers of Philippine
Beouts on the date of the passage of this act be commissioned, by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate, and not examined after
entrance except upon promotion to the next higher grade: And pro-
vided further, That all officers of Philippine Scouts now borne on the
retired list as such shall be transferred to the retired list created by this
section and shall thereafter receive the retired pay and allowances pro-
vided by this section for other officers of Philippine Scouts: And pro-
vided Jsrther, That any former officer of Philippine Scouts who vacated
his office in the Philippine Scouts by discharge or resignation on ac-
count of disability contracted in line of duty shall be placed on the
retired list created by this section and shall thereafter receive the
retired |:m]v1 and allowances authorized by this sectlon: And provided
further, That officers of Philippine Scouts refired under the provisions
gt tll:.ia act shall not form part of the limited retired list now authorized
y w.” F

AMr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on that.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama reserves a
point of order on the amendment,

Mr. WINGO rose.

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman
from Arkansas rise?

Mr. WINGO. Every time we have anything really important
before us, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Dent], in charge
of the bill, tries to drive through. I am one of those who want
to have full consideration of these matters. When we had up a
proposition involving 750,000 men an attempt was made to shut
off debate. The gentleman wants to shut out amendments,

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, is this to come out of my time?

The CHAIRMAN. It is not to come out of the gentleman's
time. None of this is in order. :

Mr. WINGO. Does the gentleman think that this amendment.

will be considered and voted on?

Mr. DYER. I trust so. The gentleman from Alabama, in
charge of this bill—

Mr. WINGO. If the gentleman from Alabama is going to play
this way, fast and loose— :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr, DYER]
has the floor.

Mr. WINGO. I know it, and I want him to have a sufficient
audience to hear him. Therefore I make the point of no quorum.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas makes the
point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will
count. [After counting.] Ninety-three géntlemen are present—
not a sufficient number, not a quorum.

Mr. DENT. Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that
the committee do now rise. The question is on agreeing to
that motion.

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that
the noes seemed to have it.

Mr. DENT. I de d tellers, Mr. Chairman.

Tellers were ordeﬂ and the Chairman appointed Mr. DENT
and Mr. BARKIEY to act as tellers.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes |.

6, noes 93.

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum is present. The Chair counts
himself, as he has the right to do, and that makes 100, a
quorum.

Mr. KEARNS. AMr, Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, KEARNS, When a point of no quorum is made and the
vote is being taken by tellers, if there are gentlemen in the Cham-
ber who do not pass through the tellers, can the Chair count those?

The CHAIRMAN. Oh, yes. If the gentleman has in mind
anyone who did not pass through the Chair will count him.
But that is not relevant in this connection. There is a quorum
present.

Mr. KEARNS. I wanted to know the parliamentary fact.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has stated the parliamentary
fact. A quorum is present. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
DyEr] is recognized for five minutes, L

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I regret that the chairman o
the Committee on Military Affairs has reserved a point of order
on this amendment. I trust that he will not make it. The
officers of the Philippine Scouts have long sought from the Con-
gress relief that they are, in my judgment, thoroughly entitled
to. The amendment which I have presented is a bill that is
now pending in Congress. I trust that in case a point of order
is made and granted to this amendment in the House that the
Senate will add it as an amendment to this appropriation bill
when it reaches the Senate. A favorable. report has been had
upon it by the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate, and
which is as follows:

It is assumed that the Members of the Senate are familiar, in a gen-
eral way, with the organization and history of the Philippine Scouts.
For the proper exrlanation of this bill it is sufficient to say that since
the substantial withdrawal of the Army from the Philippine Islands
the Philippine Scouts have been the armed force, or constabulary, for
the maintenance of order in the islands. Their duties have been'im-

ortant, thelr work severe, and they have always been noted for both
delity and efficiency. The officers of the scouts have been in the main
citizens of the United States taken from civil life. They are not per-
mitted to go above the rank of captain. Above that rank command
has been with the officers of the Regular Army. These captains and
lieutenants have been :‘?pointed after rigid examination, and they are
required to be examined at stated periods, whether promoted or not,
Barring short leaves of absence at long intervals, they are required to
live continuously in the islands, although Regular Army officers have
short tours of duty on account of the climate and other unhealthy
conditions. These ecaptains and lientenants of the Philippine Scouts
are very competent men, for no others could take the natives of the
islands and train them into an orderly, effective soldiery,

At this time there are about 165 scout officers, The bill under con-
sideration relates to the conditions under which these officers may be
retired, their retiring pay, and suitable provisions for appointment,
confirmation by the Senate, and commission.

Under the existing law scout officers are retired under the conditions
which iggvem the retirement of enlisted men of the Regular Army,
except the case of disability, and are given the retiring pay and
allowances of master signal electricians of the United States Army.
The present bill seeks to chanﬁg the existing law, as follows:

First. These officers are to permitted to retire after 20 years of
service, instead of 30.

Second, The retired pay is fixed at 2} per cent per year for each
year of service, not exceeding, however, 75 per cent of the active pay.

Third, The officers now on the re list are to be given the pay
and allowances provided in this bill.

Fourth. That any such officer who has heretofore been discharged
or resigned on account of disability contracted in the line of his duty
is to receive the pay and allowances authorized by the bill.

The justice of awarding this further recognition to these men has
been established to the entire satisfaction of the committee, It is not
necessary to recapitulate the showing, for everyone who is acquainted
with conditions in the Philippine Islands, and who knows the value of
the service which these men have rendered, will at once concur in the
conclusion we have reported.

Mr. Chairman, for the further information of the committee
regarding the Philippine Scouts, I beg to call attention to the
following memorandum, to wit:

AR
/

Retired for disability (law of 1916) .- 12
Retired, due to Philippine service (no retir t law) 40
Total on retired list v - S
Number back on active duty - B1
Unfit for active duty-- i 7
Total ___--____55
On college duty -~ ___ — g
On recruiting duty =i 15
On quartermaster duty____ 99
Promoted (major, Signal Corps, National Army) . ____________ 4
On other duty £ [
Total bk 51
=
Commissioned 1901 S A R S e A A S A 30
Commissloned 1902 5
Commissioned 1803 &2 )
Commissioned 1904 sy = 3
Commissioned 1905 oo 10
Commissioned 1906
Commissioned 1907
Commissioned since 1907
Total-.
Appointed from officers of volunteers
Appointed from volunteers a
Appointed from civil life
Appointed from mmissioned officers of the Regular Army.... 4
L] T e SR T il L P A oty ST I F i st R Sy s o = 58
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Mr. Chairman, I earnestly pray that before this Congress
ends we will take favorable action fouching the relief that
the Philippine Scouts are entitled to. They are a splendid lot
of officers, and they have rendered excellent service. There is
no justification for denying to them that which this amendment
would grant. I shall continue my efforts as best I can to secure
its enactment into law, snd I hope that the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs of the House will grant to it the earliest possible
favorable consideration and thus aid me and other Members
who are working for this small measure of justice and right for
the officers of the Philippine Scouts.

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani-
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the REcorp.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on the
amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. Here is an item—

Additional pay to officers for length of service, $4,506,933.

I should like to ask the chairman of the committee what esti-
mates were submitted to justify that expenditure?

Mr. DENT. Does the gentleman wish me to go through the
details? :

Mr. WINGO. Noj; I want the gentleman to state whether
there was any estimate furnished.

Mr. DENT. The information that the committee had was
that it was based upon the law.

Mr. WINGO. In other words, the committee took the esti-
* mate of the Department, without checking it up to see whether
this was a suflicient amount. They simply took the estimate of
the department. ‘

Mr. DENT. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. While I have the floor, so as to save time in
the future, can the gentleman explain why he includes in the
transportation section of this bill authority fo purchase certain
articles in unlimited quantities?

Mr. DENT. I do not know what the gentleman is talking
about when he says we give authority to purchase articles in
unlimited quantities.

Mr. WINGO. Under the item for the purchase of animals
they may purchase, under this bill, not to exceed in value
$449,000,000 worth of animals.

Mr. DENT. This is just the language that has been carried
in the bill for years.

Mr, WINGO. That is the trouble. The military appropria-
tion bills have always been, and this one is, like the ways of
God, past all understanding. If there ever was a mockery it is
the effort of the House of Representatives to consider military
appropriation bills as they have been framed for years past.
The pending item shows it, and the explanation of the chair-
man of the committee shows it. No particular criticism should
be made of this committee, because they are but pursuing the
custom that has existed for years. So far as Members of Con-
gress are concerned, and the information that they have, and
taking the phrases that are in this bill, you might as well save
a lot of stationery and a lot of time by simply sitting down and
writing—

Be it enacted by the Benate and House of R?rnenmth:es of the
United Btates of America in Congress assembled, That the sum of
$1,100,000,000 be, and is hereby, appwugrlated for the support of the
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, to be expended in the
discretion of the Secretary of War.

[Applause.]

Because that is what you do by this and every Army bill
that I have been able to get hold of during my short term of
service in this House.

Now, gentlemen, the war is over. There is not a man within
the sound of my voice who can explain one-fifth of this more
than $1,000,000,000 that you authorize to be expended during
the fiscal year, which will be the peace year of 1920. We are
all familiar with the fact that for weeks we asked, “ Where is
the Army appropriation bill?" The members of the committee
are not to blame, because the War Department did not bring it
down here until just a short time ago.

How much seed can be purchased under this bill? It may
interest some gentlemen, who come in here like horses out of a
burning barn when appropriation for seed is made for the
American farmers, to know that it is possible for the War De-
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partment to purchase $100,000,000 worth of seeds under pro-
visions of this bill.

Mr. FOSTER. How will they be distributed?

Mr. WINGO. If they were to be distributed by Members of
Congress you would hear a howl go up, :

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, in this bill
You have an authorization for the erection of electric light
plants that may run into the millions. In this bill you will
find an authorization and if this bill passes a plant costing
$2,000,000 may be erected and one plant which the Government
already has will be discarded and put in the scrap heap and
salvaged. I challenge you to search through this bill and find
where there is any well-defined——

_ Mr. BARKLEY. Where is the seed provision that the gentle-
man alludes to?

Mr. WINGO. Let the gentleman read the bill, It is so plain
that a wayfaring man, though a fool, ean not err therein.
What else do you find? Here is an Army post that has been
trying for years to get authority to build an expensive water
plant costing millions where the post ought to be abolished.
And yet under this bill they can erect a water system at that post
costing not exceeding $5,000,000. :

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes more,

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota.
name of that post?

Mr. WINGO. Let gentlemen stay on the floor all the time.
I challenge any man to match me in the attendance on the House
and the attention given to items. Let some of these gentlemen
ask for information and consideration, and men who are seldom
seen on the floor, self-constituted battle-ax guardians of tha
Treasury, rush in here and talk about guarding the Treasury,
talk about contracts without authorization. Where are these
guardians of the Treasury when you want information about
these items? They are as silent as the tombs of the Cmsars.
Where are they? I do not see any on the floor. They have gone
“where the woodbine twineth and the doolittle mourns.”
[Laughter.] But when we pull them in here in their dress suits’
from the clubs, they come in and say, “ Who in the hell did this? "
[Laughter.] Ah, gentlemen, you can not camouflage the Ameri-
can people. You are not discharging your duties if you do not
say to the Military Affairs Committee the time has come fo call
a halt. Make the committee go back and say to the War De-
partment, “ Bring in estimates by classification and by items,
Do not provide for buying typewriters, ice machines, and electric
plants in one paragraph.” Why, they can purchase, and I have
heard it said here by gentlemen who investigated it, that they
contemplate purchasing, $1,000,000 worth of automobiles, and
God only knows what they want to do with them. Men howl
about the expenditure for seeds for the farmers, and yet one
gentleman yesterday on the floor called attention to the fact
that you are burning up $250 worth of gasoline each day to
provide for automobiles for these officers in the city. Where are
these guardians of the Treasury? You have got gentlemen on
this floor who open their mouths like a nest full of young jay-
birds and swallow any worm that the War Department sticks
down their throats., [Laughter.]

I for one am sick and tired of it, and I am going to say to you
that you are not going to pass this bill by my vote unless the
committee tells us something about the estimates, tells us what
the War Department expects to do with this billion dollars—fac-
ing, as we are, another liberty loan, facing a fixed annual in-
terest charge of nearly $2,000,000,000 in the future, with men
advocating a commodity tax, so that whenever g little child
goes to buy a book to go to school it will have to pay a tax on
it—men advocating that the man who toils and who earns not
more than $500 a year ought to be made to pay an income tax;
and I talked with a man the other day who advocated that,
You are going to tax the life out of the American people, to
have the money squandered in bills that are not itemized, and not
even the committee can tell you anything about it. It is a dis-
grace to the American Congress to do any such thing. Oh, but
gentlemen say we are tired; we do not want to hear you; we.
want to go home; and we do not like to hear you talk. Well,
you do not have to sit here and hear me talk. I do not have to
get this floor by the condescension of any man. I know more
about the rules of this House than these little whippersnappers-
who complain about my taking up time, who want to know how
much time I want whenever I do want to get time, and there
is not a member of the Committee on Military Affairs who
knows enough about the rules to prevent my getting the floor.
They do not know any more about the rules of the House than

Will the genileman state the
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they do about the bill they have brought in here. What are we
going to do about it? We are going to vote to accept a lot of
it, with no estimates, but just proceed upon the theory that the
W:g Department says this is what they want, and we will give it
to them,

If you do not call a halt on this thing, yeu may just as well
bring in a bill and say, *“ Here is the key to the United States
Treasury,” and turn it over to the War Department, This bill
is for the first year after peace, for 1920, and it carries more
than the tetal annual appropriation for the support of the entire
Government prior to the war. It is time to call a halt. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. JAMES. Mr, Chairman, I have read the very clear and
coneise report of the Committee on Military Affairs, and I have,
heard the speeches of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Dent],
the chairman of the committee, the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. McKexzie], and others, and I have tried to find out from
the hearings and from their speeches how many men are going
to be used in this standing Army of 500,000 men over here and
how many of the 500,000 men will be aver there. And of the
men: in the Army over there, I would like to knmow how many
are going to be used as “ crusaders™ and how many are going
to be used for police duty in Germany. If they are going to be
used as policemen in Germany, does the United States or Ger-
many foot the bill? It seems to me that a committee represent-
ing the American Congress should be able to tell us, as American
Congressmen, and tell the American people where these men
are going to be. But I see from the temporary headquarters
of the American people over in Paris; in the Washington
Post this morning, that we are going fo use them over there,
because, the Post said this morning, the United States, under
the society-of-nations plan as it mow has been amended, will
maintain an army of not less than 500,000 men, which, after

authorization by the United States Senate, shall be used when- |

€Ver Nnecessary. =

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JAMES. I will not. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
Hure] said fhey expect to get those men over there. You
are not going to get many men over there, because the aver-
age man over there does not figure that he is fighting for
democracy.

I had a letter from a friend of mine—a volunteer in two
wars—that tells of what some of the boys are thinking over
there; >

I am afraid that there is a storm brewing, and that you fellows in
Congress will have some very hard problems to settle from now on,
To say that the are dissatisfled is ﬂtﬁng it mildly. Some things
eould not be helped, but there is a lot that could be avoided-—one thing
is ecertain, the sooner you get some of the boys home the better,
oS ly those who have been over here for the last 12 to 18 months.
We are losing too much money, now that the war is over. I would like
to say more, but guess it k*f‘ But there is ene thing I want to
impress on you, and that is that the American Army will have a hard
time living down the feeling created against it. Talk about “fighting
for demwoeracy,” why we are the most autocratic army in the world—
don’t think tﬁe Germans have anything on us. I have said more than
I intended, but {éou will find more to it than you fellows over there
realize, Your friend and comrade,

Had another letter the other day from one of my friends
inclosing a letter from one who had been across. He com-
plained of conditions at the United States Naval Station at Pel-
ham Bay, N. Y. i
+ 1 wrote to the Navy Department that it had been reported
to me that men at the camp were “ roped in,” and that the men
could not even “go to the Y. M. 0. A.” I stated that it was
further reported that in case they wanted paper and stamps
they had to get men “ that pass by from other camps” to get it
for them. I also stated that it was reported “they sure are
sore at the overseas boys.”

1 told the department that I could not believe that these
reports could be true and asked him to investigate, as I did not
and could not believe that men from overseas were treated like
men “in a prison camp.” '

Was informed that the matter would be investigated at once,
and yesterday I received a letter fromx the Navy ient
inclosing one from W. B. Franklin, commander, United States
Naval Reserve Force. It reads as follows:

Navan Trarvivg CaMP,

T
PELHAM BAY Panx,
New York, N, ¥., February 7, 1919,

1Ton. JosEPHUS DANIELS,
Navy,

Necretary kor the
avy Department, Washington, D. 0.
My Dpar MR, SECRETARY : Statements contained in the Ietter inclosed
in yours of the 4th instant from Hon. W. FRANK JAMES are due to the
fact that some of the men who have returned from overseas have either
eold or lost certain portions of their uniforms and can not therefore
appear in the designated uniform of the day. Pending their release,

guch men are placed in the Second Regiment and are not allowed to
wander at large about the camp between colors in the morning and

colors in the evening. During most of this time the Y. M. C. A. is
closed, as during the drill we all n 0 :
.n"‘t ‘ﬂ'al migﬁthm i tod e allow no man except those on the
e report 2 men a 8 camp are sore at the overseas bo,
is, to the best of ntlg knowledge and f, untrue, Some few of o%:
men conslder that the giving of preference in releases to the men who
h.lwe”been overseas is unjust, but they are not “sore at the overseas

s

effort is belng made here to maintain discipline at its highest
standard as consistent with conditions ]Preuil g)tter the nmlgu::e.
and to some who have had but little military discipline conditions may

seem | e.
Very truly, yours, W. B. FRANELIN,
Commander, United States Naval Reserve Foree,

Now, let us see what Chaplain Mark has to say in the “ Weekly,
Bulletin of Activities at all Y. M. €. A. Huts,” week beginning
January 19, 1919:

[Naval training camp, Pelham Bay Park, N. ¥. Willlam B. Frankl
commander the disciplinary regiment.) ]

* He that deviseth to do evil shall be called a mischievous person.”

(Proverbs xxiv, 8.) :

Emphasis needs to be E}“ed on the misfortune of transfer to the
disciplinary regiment. This regiment needs no introductien. Tt is
known among the men as the es or gehenna of the camp, and those
who constitute it, although wearing no stripes on the back or ball or

chain around the ankle, are known as and are called mischievous

persons,

Hence you are asked to avoid this disclfl!ury regiment as you
would a p. e, for entrance into its gates brings sorrow and unhappi-
ness. Instead of the jr.;itul task which fllls the heart with cheer,
unfortunate ome shall shovel coal on the proverbial coal pile; when
the call of the jitney comes to this wearied one at 1 on Saturday he
shall feel like a bird in an ungilded cage; the job, full of and
romance, which awaits the unlucky one on the outside s wait in
ﬁn, for hli; cries for release shall only find an echo on the walls of

To sum up In a few words the misfortumes of the unlnckg members
of this regiment, they would be: “ No i " “no release,” and *all
the dirty work to do.” Now, when a le- man realizes what the
penalties are for breaking the rules and regulations he is going to be
mlﬂl;t&v careful about getting into trouble.

ember, men, you are not at Eastleigh, of Killingholme, or Brest,

or Pauillac, whatever these places ma;lr mean to & man in the matter of '
diseipline. You are stationed at Pelh whieh has been noted for
its strict adherence to discipline, which has efficiently trained thou-
sands of seamen, which has been ome of the biggest and best naval
training stations in our country.
hat bridle on the tongue, that finish to the uniformr, that strict
observance of salute and of orders in gemeral, will keep you on the
straight path, will prevent you frem fﬂlﬁg inte error's ways, will keep
you entrance into the disciplinary regiment, which to know is to

0ld.

Ia"7'1‘;1‘:!115 is a little bit of friendly advice, which I hope you will take im
a friendly way.

The same day I wrote this man and asked him to send fulk
particulars of their discharge. Here is what he sends me from
the chaplain of that post.

Upon looking over the next page, I find that the gentleman is
Chaplain John N, Mark, United States Naval Reserve Force,

On the same page we find:
tl_il:‘.ls.mp motto for the week: A test of character is patience under

al.

This is by Camp Pastor Bowers.

On the next page, under the heading of Chaplain’s notices,
we find the following:

You are to take particular notice of the fromt page editorial,
Read it y and let it be a guiding word to keep you from an
undesirable ce,

After reading the above, one can hardly believe that the
Second Regiment is used entirely for men who have lost or sold
part of their uniform.

On the next page we read:

TYOUR CASE AXD MY CASE,

Camp Pastor Bowers has provided our motto for this week, and it is
n one. “A test of character is patience under trial” Patience
is a much-needed virtue among release geekers who are expecting the
Government to do in a few weeks what can only be accnmgllshed in
months, Irom a mathematical standpoint it is impossible to release
all members of the Naval Reserve in a short time; yet there are
thousands at Pelham and elsewhere who expect to get out of the serv-
fee gimply by waving a fairy wand. It just can't be dome, and it
wouid be well for all of us to remember that.

Patience is a good thing to practice right now, and the man who
waits with a smile is the man known to have character.

(Bligned) CHAPLAIN MARK,

I presume when he says “ your case and mine,” he means that
the boys are anxious to go home, and his case is he is anxious
to have them stay in, so that he can hang onto his job.

If all the Y. M, C. A. huts print such piffle as that and such
reflections on the boys, it is not strange that they are not very
popular with the soldiers, sailors, and marines.

Now, let us see what the enlisted man says. He is now out
of the service:

I received r welcome letter last week and was glad to see 1 still
had a few ds. I wounld have written to you sooner, but as I re-
ceived your letter Thursday afternoon and was mustercd out on Friday,
my time has been well taken up.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired,
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Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for
five minutes more. I want to read this soldier’s letter.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

Mr. LARSEN. Mr. Chairman, I object.

The Clerk read as follows:

PAY OF ENLISTED MEN.
For pay of enlisted men of the line, $137,861,770.72.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. There has been considerable reference ever since
the bill was under consideration as to the number of men that
this bill in its appropriations sought to provide for. Here we
are appropriating a lump-sum amount of $137,000,000 for pay of
enlisted men, Will the gentleman give us an estimate of the
number of men that will pay? -

Mr. DENT. That would pay the number of men, 509,000 men.

Mr. STAFFORD. So if there is a larger number than that
on the average during the year there would necessarily have to
be a deficiency appropriation to pay them?

Mr. DENT. Well, I can not say that; the average pay would
be for 905,000. 3

Mr. STAFFORD. No; my question was, if there was a
larger number during the fiscal year than the average number
of 509,000, it would necessarily require an additional appro-
priation?

Mr. DENT. Oh, I did not understand the gentleman; that
is true.

Mr, STAFFORD. I withdraw the pro forma amendment,

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word., I want to read a letter if the gentleman from Georgia
will consent.

Mr. LARSEN. I have no objection to the gentleman ex-
tending his remarks and putting any paper in the Recorp, but I
do object to his speaking on a matter not related to the para-
graph,

AMr. JAMES. Mr, Chairman, I have moved to strike out the
last word. On the same date—

AMr. LARSEN. I make the point of order, if the Chairman
pleases, that the gentleman’s remarks are not confined to the
paragraph under consideration.

Mr. BAER. The gentleman has not made any remarks,

The CHAIRMAN. If the point of order is made, the gentle-
man must speak to the paragraph.

Alr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment to
offer.

“he CHATIRMAN. If the gentleman moves to strike out the
last word, he must speak to the last word, and the last word in
this case is “a hundred and thirty-seven million and odd
dollars.”

Mr, JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the whole
item. I do not think, Mr. Chairman, any part of this money
should be used for pay of men about whom I am going to talk.
“1 received your welcome letter last week "——

Mr. LARSEN. I make the point of order that that is not
germane to the amendment.

Ar. LITTLE. The gentleman moved to strike out the whole
item.

Mr, JAMES. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me if part of this
money is going to be used for the pay of these people about
whom I desire to say a few words——

The CHAIRMAN. Of course, the gentleman can speak to
his motion, but he must speak in n parliamentary way.

Mr. JAMES. *“You ask me to give conditions at Pelham
Bﬂ." - BT

Mr., LARSEN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that
the gentleman's remarks are out of order.

Mr. JAMES. I was just going to get to the part of the
letter where this man says that this camp is a real hell hole
for the men who are there.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must proceed in order and
speak to his motion.

Mr. JAMES. I will get it later.

You asked me to give full conditions of Pelham Bay. That which I
will say is not about the whole camp but of the Second Regiment, which
was a real hell hole while we were there.

Well, we landed in New York the 1Gth of December and were taken
to 1'elham Bay camp and placed in this Second Regiment.

You will note that they were placed there immediately upon
landing, while the genial chaplain would give us to understand
it was for * mischievous persons.”

He then states further:

Part of the boys were placed in the isolation ecamp, and the same
night they were made to fill out requests for releases. They were
worked on at once. We had to wait a week before they would let us

put in a request. We all were about to turn them in when they said
we would have to have two affidavits signed by our notary public.

That put it off for another week and a half. When we turned them in
they would put them in a drawer and say they were “ no good,” but
we would have to wait and be mustered out automatically. We were
there a week when they gave us a chance for a furlough, with the
understanding and signing of papers that we would not go near Wash-
ington, D. C., or talk with any naval officers. The only thing we could
see for that was they were crooked and were afrald we would report
them. One of the hc:{vs lives in Washington, D, C., and he had to
swear his head off and sign three or four papers that he wouldn't go
near the place before they would let him go. As soon as most of us
had in our requests they made our regiment into a disciplinary one,
We had done all they gave us to do, and did guard duaty, worked on the
coal pile, and all that was to be done. So we couldn't see why our
re%l{ment should be treated that way.

hey put ropes all around the places and would net let us go to the
Y. M. C. A. for even paper or stamps to write a letter home. We
had to get a chief petty officer to go out and get it.

We went to headquarters to see what we had done, and they would
kick us out. They tried every way they could to Ent a few of us in
trouble. When they couldn’t get any of us they brought boys from
other regimerts that were caught out of the uniform of the day so
it would not look so bad to us. They were giving us food not fit for
a dog to eat, and when six of the boys showed it to the officers they
put them on restriction and extra duty for two weeks. They were
after us every day to try and catch us in something, so they could put
us on report, that it almost set us crazy, and there were many nights
that the bunch would sit in the hammocks and ask one another which
were willing to stick it out another day.

We had a few of those * overnight” ensigns, and the way it looked
to us was that if they mustered us out they would lose their good
jobs. I can give you the addresses of a dozen boys, and they will
tell you the same story and even more. There are a thousand and
one things I could tell you about those fellows. They were sure sore
at the overseas boys, and they got their revenge. I am sending you a
buolletin, which has a little of the chaplain's idea of us. I thank you
for writing to me and being willing to see what you could do for me.
I hope if any more of the Michigan boys get in that camp they won't
be treated like I was. Thanking you again for your kindness.

Mr. KEARNS and Mr, KEATING rose.

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Colorado rise?

Mr, KEATING. For the purpose of pouring oil on the
troubled waters. I desire to submit a unanimous-consent re-
quest. I request that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr, JaumEs]
be allowed five minutes to proceed out of order.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Colorado asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Michigan shall be allowed
to proceed for five minutes out of order. Is there objection?

Mr. LARSEN. Mr. Chairman, if the purpose is to permit the
gentleman from Michigan to read to the House letters which he
has received and which can do nothing but bring eriticism on
our Government, then I shall objeet.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia objects.

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. KEARNS. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. James]
has the floor in his own right, and moved to strike out the last
word. As I understand, he has a letter there that he wishes to
read and show to the House why we ought not to appropriate
$137,861,770.72 to pay men who are in a camp of that kind to
which he refers.

Mr. LARSEN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order the
gentleman is not making a parllamentary inquiry. If that is
the object of the gentleman from Michigan, as he says, I think
he could better argue it and be in order than to make a speech
of this kind.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will just state this, that no
one who occupies the chair is more disposed to see that Mem-
bers obtain freedom in the matter of debate than the present
occupant. Of course, gentlemen understand the rules of the
House. The motion is to strike out this paragraph: * For pay
of enlisted men of the line, $137,861,000,” Anything that may be
fairly considered as an argument in support of that motion the
Chair is certainly not going to interfere with. i

Mr. CURRY of California. Mr. Chairman, we all want to get
through with this bill as soon as possible, and very few have
taken up the time of this House. In the interest of economy of
time I move that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Jaumes]
be given five minutes in which to proceed out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not do that.

Mr, FOSTER. That is not in order, -Mr. Chairman,

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WINGO. That was done just three days ago by the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MaNN].

The CHAIRMAN. That was in respect to an entirely dif-
ferent situation. :
Mr. WINGO. Will the Chair, for my benefit, as I am very
anxious to obey the rules, explain the difference in the situa-

tion? /

The CHATRMAN. At that time there was no other business
before the House.

Mr. MANN., And that was in the House.

The CHAIRMAN. That was in the House; and the Chaig
stated then that he was not so sure that even that was permise
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sible, but the Chair put the motion, because evidently the House
wanted that to be done for a short time in arriving at the
matter.

Mr. DENT. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Michigan be allowed to proceed for five minutes. I trust
the committee will help ug expedife the reading of this bill,

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Michigan may proeceed
« for five minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. HARDY. Reserving the right to object, let me say that
we have been here worrying a long time, It was suggested
that the gentleman from Michigan might put this in the Recorp.
We have heard so many letters read. Would it not answer
every purpose, and can not the gentleman yield that much to the
comfort and feelings of the House?

Mr. JAMES. I want to call the attention of the House to
the fact that when they ask for discharge papers the soldiers
have to make an affidavit to the fact that they will not see the
Members of Congress and any officers. And these men had to
attach affidavits of that kind before they could gef discharged.
One had to make out three or four affidavits in order to have
his applieation come here.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

Mr. LARSEN. Mr. Chairman, I presume almost every Mem-
ber of Congress has a lot of letters similar to the ones the
gentleman wants to read to the House, and if he will ingert his
in the Recorp under an extension of remarks we will all have
time to read them before the House meets to-morrow morning
or at such hour as may be agreed upon.

Now, I submit that it is not fair to the Military Establish-
ment of this country for letters to be read here in the
House—
Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that
the gentleman is not confining his remarks to the pending
question.

Mr, LARSEN. The gentleman from Arkansas has spent a
good deal of the time to-day in making speeches himself.

Mr, BAER. The gentleman has already taken up more time
than would have been taken by the reading of the letters.

The CHATIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia object?

Mr. LARSEN. Yes; I object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia objects.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman who has the floor [Mr. JamEes]
moves to strike ont the last word of the item covering the pay
of enlisted men. He has some letters in regard to enlisted men.
He has the right to read what he has there on the proposition,
on an item providing for enlistment. A mere tyro in parlia-
mentary law would not deny that he could do that.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I make the
point of order that there is no quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes
the point of order that there is no quorum present.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania, It is just in the interest of
saving time.

Mr. CURRY of California. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentle-
man will not make that point of order, When I was up I knew
that my proposition was out of order. 4

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
Sixty-five gentlemen are present, not a quornm, The Clerk will
call the roll.

Mr. DENT, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama moves that
the committee do now rise. The question is on agreeing to that
motion.

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that
the noes seemed to have if.

Mr. DENT. I demand tellers, Mr. Chairman.

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr, DexT
and Mr. Dagrow to act as tellers.

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 15,
noes 67,

The CHAIRMAN, The commitiee refuses to rise.
is not present. The Clerk will call the roll.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

A quorum

Almon Borland Caldwell Clagson
Ashbrook Britten Cantrill Claypool
Aswell Browne Carew Cleary
Ayres Browning Carlin Coady
Bacharach Brumbaugh Carter, Mass. Connelly, Kans.
Birch Buchanan Chandler, N.Y. Cople
Bland, Ind, Burroughs Church Costello

ooher Butler Clark, Fla. Cox

— Hamti McTanehlin, Pa, Sopb. ¢ B,
ughlin, Pa, Smith, C.
Dewalt Hamilton, N. Y, MeLemore Smith, T. F.
Hamlin Ma Bnell
ling Harrison, Migs. Maher Snj der
Doremus Harrison, Va. Mason Stedman
Doughton Haskell Mays Stecle
Drukker Haugen Merritt Steenerson
ré Heaton Miller, Minn, Stephens, Nebr,
Eagan eintz Montague Stiness
REdmonds Helm Mudd Strong
Essen Helvering Neely Bullivan
HEstopinal Eensley ﬂdmnﬂ , 4. ML g‘\:itt
ersey orton e
Fairchild, G. W. Hicks 0O'Bhaunessy Tag?or, Ark,
Farr Hilllard Overmyer Temple
Ferris Hood Padgett Templeton
Tess Howard Par| Tink s
Flood Husted Peters Towner
:hmn Hutchinson Phelan Van Dyke
Fordney }rehlgnd % gurter vn:rab]

088 ohnson, Ky. o enable
Francis JohnSon, 8. Dak. Powers Vinson
Frear Johnsom, Wash., Pratt Waldow
Freeman Juul Price Walton
Gandy Kelley, Mich Randall Webb
Gard Kennedy, R. I haley
Gillett Key, Ohio Riordan White, Me.
Glynn Kiess, Pa. Roberts ‘White, Ohio
Godwin, N, C Kreider Rowland “Willia
Goodall LaGuardia ‘Wilson, 111
Goodwin, Ark. Langley Sanders, Ind Wilson, Tex.
Gould Lesher ers, Winslow
Graham, 111 Linthicum Scully Woods, Iowa
Graham, Pa. Lobeck Sears Woodyard

, Ala Lundeen Bhackleford Young, N. Dak.
Gray, N. J. MeClintie Sims
regg McCormick Sisson

The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the
chair, Mr. Sauxpezs of Virginia, of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
commitfee, having under consideration the Army appropriation
bill, H. R. 15835, found itself without a guorum, whereupon
he caused the roll to be called, when 247 Members, a guorum,
answered to their names, and he reported the names of the ab-
sentees to be printed in the Journal and Recorp,

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE,

The SPEAKER. The Chair assigns the gentleman from Tili-
nois [Mr. Foster] to preside for the rest of the evening, and
assigns the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] to preside to-
morrow morning until I ean get back from the State Depart-
ment. The committee will resume its session.

ARMY APPROPRIATIONS.

The committee resumed its session, with Mr, Sauxpers of
Yirginia in the chair,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan had the
floor at the time the point of no quornm was made, If he does
not desire to resume the floor the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows;

For& pay of enlisted men of the Staff Corps and departments, $61,534,~

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
on the paragraph. I do not recall that any prior appropriation
bill appropriated for enmlisted men in departments. I know
there are a great many men who are being used in the depart-
ments for clerical services, and it has been the effort of the
legislative subcommittee to correct that.

Mr. DENT. I can seitle the gentleman’s trouble by moving
to strike out the words * and departments.” I offer that amend-
ment,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

Mr. STAFFORD, I withdraw the reservation of the point of
order,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment b{nMr DENT : Page 16, line 14, strike out the words
“and departments.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. Will the gentleman inform the House as to the number
of enlisted men who are detailed for service with the Staff
Corps? Here we are providing over $61,000,000 for the enlisted
men of the Staff Corps.

Mr. DENT. Yes; I can give the gentleman that, but I do not
recall the figures right now. They were given in the hearings.

Mr. STAFFORD, What corps are included in the designation
“ Staft Corps™'?

Mr, DENT. The Corps of Engineers, the Medical Corps, the
Signal Corps, the Adjutant General's office, the Quartermaster
Corps—

Mr, STAFFORD, The gentleman can not give the amount of
appropriation that was carried prior to our entrance into the
war for these respective services?




1919. . CONGRESSIONAT

RECORD—HOUSE.

Mr. DENT.. The clerk of the committee has the bill here.
I can give the gentleman the figures by looking it up.

Mr. STAFFORD. I withdraw the pro forma amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn,
and the Clerk will read.

. The Clerk read as follows:

Additional pay for length of service to enlisted men, $5,055,126:
Provided, That the provisions of section 10 of an act entitled “An act
to authorize the President to increase temporarily the Mmmrg Listab-
lshment of the United States,” approved y 18, 1917, in so far as it
increases the pay of the enlisted men of the Army, be, and the same
hereby are, continued in force and effect from and after the date of the
approval of this act,

Mr. STAFFORD. My, Chairman, I reserve a point of order
on the paragraph and wish fo inquire of the chairman of the
committee as to the interprefation under the conscription act
about the wording that this increased salary, which was carried

by the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goon], of

$15 additional to the regular pay should continue in effect until
the termination of the emergency. Will the gentleman inform
the House as to what the hearings disclose as to how long this
increased pay to our enlisted and inducted foree will continue
ander that phraseology?

Mr. DENT. I really do not understand the gentleman. T
will have to ask him to repeat that, because there is so much
confusion.

Mr. STAFFORD. We have here a paragraph providing for
making permanent the temporary provision to increase the pay
of the enlisted men, which under the draft act was to continue
only until the termination of the emergency. I am asking the
gentleman wheiher he can inform us as to when it will be con-
sidered that the emergency is terminated and this bonus of $15
will end?

i Mr. DENT. The gentleman is asking me a legal proposition.

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not know whether it means until the
treaty of peace is signed or whether it means a certain time
after that.

Mr. DENT. The gentleman is asking me a legal question
which he or any other good lawyer can answer as well as I can,

Mr. STAFFORD. I thought perhaps the hearings had dis-
closed the answer when it was presented for the consideration
of the committee.

Mr. DENT. The gentleman knows that in no hearings would
they settle a legal proposition like that.

Mr, STAFFORD. The Judge Advocate of the Army might
construe it in making a request for the continuance of this in-
crease of pay.

Mr. DENT. The gentleman does not expect me fo answer

a legal question. It is not a question of fact.
* Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I recognize that perhaps
there should be some increase of pay as was originally pro-
vided to continue while the temporary foree is in existence,
but I do not think we are in a position to burden the Govern-
ment with an annual expense of $50,000,000 or $75,000,000 be-
fore we know what the conditions are really going fo be.

Mr. KAHN, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, STAFFORD. Yes.

Mr. KAHN. In answer fo the gentleman's gquestion, I will
gay that the War Department has been construing the end of
the existing emergency as happening four months after the
definitive terms of the treaty of peace are proclaimed.

Mr. STAFFORD. That is the information I desired. Mr,
Chairman, I hardly think it is a proper time, under the present
¢onditions of the Treasury, to raise the pay of the soldier force
as fvas provided merely for the duration of the war. This will
cast a burden on the Government of $50,000,000 to $75,000,000
annually. We are getting men in the Navy at the rate of 1,600
a week, and everybody recognizes that there is a business de-
pression throughout the country. Men are seeking employment
and can not find it. I think it a good time to postpone the
raising of pay until we know more about the conditions, and I
make the point of order on the proviso.

Mr. DENT. It is subject to a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment as a new paragraph.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. DAxEuEAD: Page 17, at the top of the
page insert a new paragraph, as follows :

*The Becretary of War is hereby authorized and directed, immedi-
ately upon the approval of this aect, to discharge from the military
service any soldier or enlisted man who was drafted or enlisted for the

duration of the war with Germany upon the application of such drafted
or enlisted man supported by his own affidavit upon any one or more of

the following gro :
. Dependents at home wholly dependent upon hls labor or assist-

ance.

“ 2, In all cases where

the United States is now paying dependents a
family allowance, 3 paylng dep S 4

“ 3., To those soldiers who at the time of entering the military sery-
fce were engaged exclusively in agrieunlture for a livelihood.”

Alr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on it,

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, if the point of order is
going to be made, I do not care to argue it unless we can have
a vote on if. ;

Mr. DENT. T make the point of order. T think that we have
taken care of that by the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. IcoEg].

Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr, Chairman, I want to say just a word.
If this amendment is germane to the bill and in order, it would
be so under the subdivision 2 of Rule XXI, under what is com-
monly known as the Holman rule. That rule is as follows:

Nor shall any l::ovis[o in any such bill or amendment thereto chang-
ing existing law in order, except such as being germane to the subject
matter of the bill shall retrench expenditurés by the reduction of the
number and salary of the officers of the United States, by the reduction
of the compensation of any person pald out of the Treasury of
Hﬂited States, or by the uction of amounts of money covered by the

I desire to call the attention of the Chair to a ruling made by
the present cccupunt of the chair, on page 507 of the Manual :

There are a few general principles heretofore announced for the inter-
pretation of the Holman rule proper to be stated in this conneetion. I
quote again from Mr. Chairman Wilson, concurring with Speaker Kerr.

The purpose of the rule (the Holman rule) is most beneficent anid
{ff:?:ﬁin:ﬁ'r it should have a liberal construet in the interest of re-

The Chair will further say that it is not enough for the Chalr to think
that an amendment may reduce expenses, or that it is lkely to reduce
expenditures, ; .

he precedents say in this counection that the amendment, being in
itself a complete piece of legislation, must operate ex proprio vigore te
effect a redaction of expenditures. The reduction must a I A8 a nee-
essary result—that is, it must be apparent to the Chair that the amend-
ment would operate of its own foree to effect a reduction. Dt it is not
necessary for this conclusion of reductlon to be established by the rigor
and severity of a mathematical demounstration. It is emough if the
amendment, in the opinion of the Chair, will falrl{ g)eute by its force
to retrench expenditures in one of the throe ways indicated. e result
mus{tbc a necessary result—not a conjectural result or a problematical
result,

In the spirit of that decision, it seems to me—construing it
liberally for the purpose of securing retrenchment in expendi-
tures—that the Chair would fake notice of the fact that there are
hundreds and thonsands of men in the Army still in the service,
seeking to be discharged by this amendment, who have depend-
‘ents at home, though I do not know whether it is the rule here
that the Chair takes judicial notice of parliamentary situations
or of existing law. It must be apparent to the Chair, however,
that there are thousands of men in the Army now seeking to be
covered by this amendment who are the beneficiaries of family -
allowances, and that a number of them were engaged in agricul-.
ture at the time of their enlistment in the service, In view of
the liberal spirit which the Chair said on a former oecasion
should be invoked, it seems to me that under these deeisions,
and under the two precedents with reference to striking men
from the pension rolls and reducing the number of Cavalry regi-
ments in the Army, the point of order is not well taken.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, all that T would like to say on
this proposition is to ask the gentleman to what section this is
germane? ; \

Mr. BANKHEAD. To the section just read, respecting the
pay of enlisted men.

Mr., DENT. But that has been stricken out on a point of
order. That is the whole proposition. I have nething more
to say.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think if is germane as the general para-.
graph of the bill, because the Chair will remember that in the
construetion of the Holman rule it is said that it relates to any
item of the bill, wherever it may be offered.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recollects very well the ruling
cited by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BaNnkuEap]. It was
a ruling made in connection with the Army appropriation bill
about eight years ago, and the Chair thinks the principles an-
nounced in that ruling are sound. :

Iteferring to the ruling, it will be noted that it announces that
the operation of the amendment must necessarily reduce ex-
| penses, not theoretically reduce them, not make it highly prob-
able or likely that they will be reduced, but that sufficiently
and necessarily by its own foree it will operate a reduction of
expenditures. It is not necessary, however, to show that that
reduction would be $1,000, or $5,000, or any particular indicated
amount. The amendment under consideration gives discretion
to certain officials. It does not effect an automatic or certain
reduction of the Army. The cases cited by the gentleman, to
wit, of the Cavalry regiments, and the pension cases, were cases

| where a definite elimination was effected. ' No power of discre-
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iion was given to any official in the Pension Bureau, but cer-
tnin names were stricken from the pension rolls. That was
true, too, in the case of the Cavalry regiments. They were
eliminated, and while one might not be able to figure to the last
deollar what the reduction would be, of necessity the elimination
of several Cavalry regiments would effect a reduetion in the
general cost of the Army. On this case discretion is given to
certain officials.

Mr, BANKHEAD. Obh, I direct the Secretary of War shall
do certain things.

The CHAIRMAN. If this amendment means that when a sol-
dier files the affidavits referred to there is no discretion left in
the superior officers, but that automatically the soldier filing the
uflidavits must be discharged—

AMr. BANKHEAD. That is the purpose of it.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not so understand the
amendment. The Chair does not understand that the superior
officers are to be left without discretion and that the filing of
the aflidavits will effect an automatic discharge. If the gentle-
man will so word his amendment as to give it that effect, namely,
that when a soldier files his affidavits thereupon, ipso facto he
will be discharged, the Chair would have no difficulty in find-
ing that the amendment in that form would effect a reduction
in expenses and therefore would be in order.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not desire to offer the amendment
in the attitude suggested, but I thought the language made it
a mandatory duty to the Secretary of War.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not so. understand the
amendment. As he understands the amendment, it leaves dis-
cretion in the official with whom the papers shall be filed. If
the Chair properly interprets the amendment, then these appli-
cations for discharge will be passed on by officials having
authority to approve or deny the leave. It is not possible
for the Chair to forecast how that discrefion will be exer-
cised, and therefore there is too much of the problematical
about the results of the amendment to justify the Chair in say-
ing that of necessity this amendment will necessarily operate to
reduce expenses.

The Chair considers that a ruling sustaining the point of
order comes within the prineciples announced in the ruling
cited and is in conformity therewith. The point of order is
sustained. .

The Clerk read as follows:

Seventeen clerks, at $1,200 each per annum, $20,400,

Mr, WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. It appears that this clerical force is being increased
apparently over what was provided during the emergency. Is
that so?

Mr, DENT. No; on the contrary, the clerical force, or rather
the committee agreed to the clerical force as of the appropria-
tion bill of 1917 with one exception, that during the war we
did inerease ; no, not even that; it is the same,

Mr, WALSH. As prewar? :

. Mr. DENT. We continued the provisions of the appropriation
act of 1917.

Mr. WALSH. They are the same practically as they carried
before? :

Mr. DENT. Yes; in the appropriation act of 1917.
what the committee agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Eleven clerks, at $1,800 each per annum, $19,800.
© Mr. SIEGEL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I would like to ask the chairman of the committee how
he expects to demobilize the Army with 170 Army field clerks,
when The Adjutant General asked for 1,200, based on an Army
of 500,000 men?

Mr. DENT. I will state to the gentleman that I think we will
have to offer an amendment to that. I have a letter from the
Chief of Staff.

Mr. SIEGEL. We have reached that point now. I suggest
that we pass over the section, or at least pass line 17 {o line 25,

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, that will be passed over
temporarily. :

; Mr. DENT. I will ask consent that it be temporarily passed,

That is

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.
. Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York

was speaking of Army field clerks, A little while ago I had
a very distressing case of an Army field clerk, I think located
up here at Hoboken or New York or some seaport town, who was
asking for his discharge, and The Adjutant General informed
me that they could not discharge him; that they had to have
somebody to do that work, and that an order had been issued

of some sort forbidding them to put anybody in his place. Does
the gentleman know anything about such an order as that? :

Mr. DENT. T do not. :

Mr, SIEGEL. I will say to the distinguished gentleman from
Ilinois that an order was issued at the port of debarkation,
which is Hoboken, to the effect that no man should be dis-
charged there until some orders came from Washington in
each particular case. I have seen the order. I have read it,
and the reason for it was that Gen. Pershing had cabled over
several weeks ago asking for additional Army field clerks; that
he needed them on the other side, and they had declined to
return any Army field clerks from Europe, régardless of their
condition, because they needed them badly. )

Mr. MANN. Well, the case I had oceurred, I think, in Decem-
ber—more than two or three weeks ago—and I might add that
I could not find anyone around the War Department who would
defend the order that had been issned. Yet there it stood:
nobody defended it ; everybody said it was a wicked proposition.’

Mr. SIEGEL. I do mot. I do not want the gentleman to
understand I am defending the order.

Mr, MANN. I am not speaking of the gentleman from New
York, but I am talking about the War Department.

Mr, SIEGEL. I will say this, however, in justice to the men
at the port of debarkation, that they are handling at that place
one of the biggest jobs that has ever confronted any man. Men
are coming back to that port in thousands, and they have not
a sufficient number of the Army field clerks to check up the men
and their belongings. They can not do the work there properly,’
because they can not get more field clerks; becanse under the
law you can not employ any more than you have at the present
time. I say this in justice to Gen. David C. Shanks, Col. Walits,
Maj. Robbing, Capt. Townsend, and the other officers and men
at Hoboken, who are working untiringly to facilitate the land-
ing and movement of the returning troops. They deserve credit
and should receive it.

The Clerk read as follows: ok

Additional pay while on foreign service, $8,000.

Mr. WINGO. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I should like to know of the commitiee why this item is
increased over the same item for last year, during the war,
providing for the same number of clerks and employees that
you had in the appropriation bill for 19187 What is the neces-
sity for the increase?

Mr. DENT, I did not understand the query exactly, Does
the gentleman wish to know why it is increased over the appro-
priation of Jast year? ;

Mr. WINGO. Yes. '

Mr, DENT, I have just asked that the item be passed for the
present in order to look into a letter which I have just received
from the General Staff on the subject.

Mr, WINGO. I thought that was the paragraph at the bottom
of page 18. I understood you had the question of numbers
passed. You have the same number that you had for 1918.

Mr. DENT. Does the gentleman refer to additional pay for
those on foreign duty?

Mr. WINGO. Additional pay and additional commutation.

Mr., DENT. 1t is a pure guess. That is all it is. If the gen-
tleman wants to strike it out, he can do so. We can not tell
exactly.

Mr. MANN. Of course, the men who have been on the other
side have been increased. .

Mr. WINGO. Why the increase in the other item in com-
mutation of quarters? .

Mr. FIELDS. The statute provides for pay for foreign
service.

Mr. WINGO. You have items for the same number of men
and the same item and the same amount as in war times,

Mr, FIELDS, The men are still there.

Mr. WINGO. There is no doubt that the same number of
men are still there, Why increase this item? Are their quar-
ters enlarged?

Mr, FIELDS. There are more men than at the time the ap-
propriation was made.

Mr. WINGO. I beg the gentleman's pardon. Identically,
the same number is carried. I have both bills before me. The
appropriation of 1918 and the present bill have the same item.
Of course, if the gentlemen have no information, I will withdraw
my pro forma amendment and pass on.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows: ¥

For commutation of quarters and of heat and eight for field clerks,
Quartermaster Corps, $76,800: Provided, That sald clerks, messengers,

and laborers shall be employed and assigned by the Secretary of War
to the offices and positions in which they are to serve: Provided fure
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#her, That no -clerk, messenger, or laborer at hendquarters of tactical
divisions, military departments, brigades, service schools, and aoffice of
the Chief of Staff shall be assigned to duty inany burean of the War
Department,

Mr. WALSH. Myr. Chairman, T move to strike out the last
word, and direct the attention of the gentleman to the word
¥ eight” in line 4.

Mr. DENT. I -was just about to offer an amendment on line
4, page 18, to strike out the word “ eight™ and insert the word
¥ light.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the aendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

: ]Fnlge 19, line 4, strike out the word “eight " and insert the word
i g lt-"

| The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing fo the amend-
ment,

. The amendment was agreed to. ‘

© Mr. WALSH. Mr. «Chairman, what is 4his last proviso?
What is the purpose of it? It says:

That ne c¢lerk, 'messeager, or laborer at headquariers of tactical |

divisions, milita
the Chief of Sta
Department.

Mr. DENT. This was .in the law for some time, and the pur-

departments, brigades, serviee schools, and office of

pose of it is plainly expressed in the language itself. It is to,
Xeep these bureau chiefs from assigning the men to work for:

them.

' Mr. WALSH. That means that a clerk that is assigued to
the office of the Chief of Staff can not be assigned fo the office
of The Adjutant General.or of the Assistant Secretary of War?

Mr, KAHN. Yes. If the gentleman will allow me, the clerks in
The Adjutant General's office and the other offices are provided *

in the legislative appropriation bill. The Army appropriation

bill provides for the clerks in the factical divisions or the

warious divisions, and also the clerks in the office of the Chief

of Staff. The purpose of ithis is fo prevent such clerks from
being transferred into other branches of the War Department

and paid out of this fund.

Mr. WALSH. Uniformed clerks are not provided for in the
Tegislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, are they?

Mr. KAHN. No. Uniformed clerks are not provided. Civil-
dan clerks are provided.

Alr. WALSH. This only applies to the field clerks?

Mr. KAHN. Noj; this applies to the clerks, say, at depart-'

ment headguarters in Chicago, department headquarters in San
Trancisco, or depariment headguarters in New York, or ¢lerks in
the office of the Chief of Staff here in Washington. They are
the only wclerks that this committee appropriates for. And the
purpose is that the clerks from other branches of the War De-
partment shall not be fransferred to {hese places or the clerks
dn these places ghould not be transferred o the various branches
of the War Department,

Mr. WALSH. It is the gentleman's opinion that such trans-
fers have been made?

Mr. KAHN. Exactly; and this is to prevent them.

The CHATRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Yor expenses of courts-martial, courts of inguiry, military commis-
gions, retiving boards, and compensation of reporters and witnesses
mttending -same, and .expenses of taking depositions and securing other
‘evidence for use before the :game, $500,000.

I Mr. WALSH. 3r. Chairman, in this item for courts-mar-
1ial, courts of inquiry, -military -commissions, retiring boards,

anil compensation -«of reporters and witnesses attending same
there is n substantial increase. Now, is that ‘because these
courtssmartinl have become so busily involved and engaged

dn sentencing men to 20 or 25 years in prison for forgetting to
salute a superior officer or some other minor offense ‘that they
Diave got to have a large increase in the approprintion?

; Mr. DENT. No. That was another guess, merely on uc-
count-of the increased size of the Army. You can not tell how
much it should be increased.

: Mr. WALSH. In case there have been a lot of additional
cases to try, as the gentleman from California [Mr. Kamx)
suggests, it wounld seem to me that, now that the war is over,
1o give the men who will compose these courts of inguiry and
military eommissions and courtssmartial such a substantial in-
werease a8 that will rather encourage the holding of courts-mar-
tinl Tor these ainor offenses.

© A, GREENE of Vermont. They do net get any money out
of it

Mr. WALSH. As the genfleman from Vermont says, they
1o not get any money out of it, but it will keep them occupied
dn spending the money. T think these minor infractions might
be taken care of otherwise.

ghall be assigned to doty inany buresu of the War

Mr., WINGO. I ecall the gentleman's attenfion to the fact
that it also includes military commissions, and the words
“military commissions ™ a8 used in the Army do not always
mean inquiries and courts:martial.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont, Of course, the amount of money
set opposite that item must necessarily be a guess; but that
jtem is predicated upon a condition of affairs that may be ex-
pected to exist at the end of the war, involving several mil-
lions of soldiers and invelving many activities on ‘both sides
of the ocean. Nobody ean know what the normal expenditure
will be, but it is known that many cases have not as yet beenfor-
warded for review. They must go through that proeess of re-
view, -and the completion of the recerds and the assembling of
the papers generally will take n grest ameount of labor.

Now, so Tar as its being an indocement to Army officers to
dhold -courts-martial, I .do not think any officer ever solicits the
Jjob, .and meobody who has ever sat -en a court-martial wants ‘e

|do it agaln,

Mr. WALSH. Why is that?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Decause it is a disagreeable anfl
onerous -duty, apart from the natural functions of a military
officer. Tt is a disagreeable task, and the oflicer does not like
to perform it. 1 .do not think there is any inducement in the
Army itsélf to -eall men to try to get service on courts-martial.

Mr. WALSH. AVill the gentleman state ‘how they set this
machinery in motion whereby a man is sentenced for 20 or 25
years for some minor infraction of the military regulations?
How ig that set in motion? TIs it not set in motien by some
offieer who will have semetliing to do with the eourt-martial?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. It can be set in motion by any
responsible-efficer who makes complaint. |

Mr, ORAGO. But he can not be a part of the court-martial.

Mr. WALSH. He can not ‘be apart of the court-martial, ‘but
e ‘becomes a part of the machinery that prosecutes.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. There is an analogy inthat to cases
‘in eivil life. Every man who makes ‘a sufficient -complaint in
civil life starts a case in the courts, and it is the same way
in the Army, apg that is a matter that-no law can prevent.

Mr. WALS After that machinery is started is there any
way that the proceedings can be terminated, where the man
against whom the complaint is made ean be simply reprimanded
or be deprived of his liberty for a little time, or has that to
be gone through with and wind up with these unusunl and un-
just punishments?

Mr, GREENE of Vermont, Tt all depends upon the character
of the offense, and as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [AMr.
Craco], sitting near me, says it is ke any other machipery
4n court in civil life; it has to go through to some determination,
If the respondent is found guilty——

Mr. WALSH. Te may be compelled to plead guilty.

Mr. GALLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentlemen will
give the House the benefit of the colloquy that is going on over
there.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. 1If he is found guilty and sen-
tenced, and the sentence is above a certain grade, it has to be
reviewed. 1t is not a guestion of -appeal so mueh, but certain
things have to go up to appeal, and a death sentence in particu-
dar has to go up te the Commander in Clief.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts has expired,

Mr. MANN. M. Chairman, T hiad occasion some time ngo to
make a little investigation in regard to the work that is being
done in the office of the Judge Advoeste General, reviewing these
court-martial proceedings. 1 learned .privately some of the
A{hings which were narrated before a Senate committee the other
day by Gen, Ansell, though T did not talk with Gen. Ansell him-
self. T did talk with him years ngo, before he was in this re-
sponsible position, and he is one of the brightest men 1 ever met.

From what T learned I gathered that some legislation by Con-
-gress on the subject of these courts-martial is very much needed.
No one can belipve, unless he gets it in the most aceredited
form, what idiotic judgments some of the eourts-martial have
‘been guilty of. It is beyond belief, if we did not know the sen-
tences that have been imposed in some cases. Here will be two
cases, as mearly alike as two peas in the same ped, arising in
«different places. One man may receive a veprimand and an-
wother man a sentenece of 20 or 40 years in the penitentiary, And
in many cases it ‘is enfirely beyond the power of the Judge
Advocate General’s oflice to change the sentence without getting
action by the President. And it is ridiculous to impose upen
the President, or even on ‘the Secretary of War, action in a
great many of these cases. T hope that the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs in the next House will take up the subject and give
us the necessary legislation to do away with the present




3388

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

- FEBRUARY 14,

anachronism, which is clear out of date. When were the
articles of war enacted?

Mr, WALSH. About two years ago.

Mr. CRAGO. On. an appropriation bill.

Mr. KAHN. They were put on by the Senate.

Mr, MANN, That means that the present articles of war
were enacted then, but that they are a heritage from the seven-
teenth century.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, right in line with
what the gentleman from Illinois has said, I do not believe any-
body will approve for a moment some of the very inconsistent
things that have been done through the proceedings known in
the Army as courts-martial during the last two years. But
apart from the abuses which have certainly arisen there, and
apart from some of the instances which might very properly
and with moderation be called outrages, there is a reason for a
part of the trouble which ought not to be charged against the
Regular Army Establishment. I do not think these cases of
injustice were g0 common by any means during the long term
of peace in which the Regular Army in its garrison routine ad-
ministered justice much as it did everything else, after a code
which was generally as well understood in one part of the
service as in another. There were not the same opportunities
for differences of judgment about the same offense in different
parts of the eountry when the offenses themselves were tried by
the officers of the Regular Establishment, more experienced in
such matters, and who had learned by observation and by their
professional experience about what the accepted standard was
in the way of punishment for such offenses in the service. They
held to some pretty generally recognized code. But when the
Army was suddenly enlarged by the taking in of civilians, who
outnumbered its original proportions thirty or forty times, men
who had had no previous professional experience as soldiers,
and who knew little or nothing of the code and the standards
that had been established, were called upon to try these cases.
1t Is very easy to see how all the discrepancies that can now be
pointed out and how all the differentiations and all the very
unjust practices could arise.

Mr. RAYBURN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont., I yield to the gentleman from
Texas.

Mr, RAYBURN,
for desertion?

Mr. GREEXNE of Vermont.
precise law. .

Mr, CRAGO. It depends on conditions.
presence of the enemy is punished by death.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. As suggested by the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Craco], my most admired mentor, de-
sertion in the presence of an enemy is punished by death. Deser-
tion under other circumstances becomes largely technical and is
punished according to the facts in the particular case.

Mr. RAYBURN. I mean under any circumstances. I do not
mean desertion in extreme cases, but I mean the minimum in
any case.

Mr, GREENE of Vermont. I do not know what that mini-
mum is. :

Mr. CRAGO. If the gentleman will yleld, I will explain
partially the system in vogue. When a man is absent for a few
days they usually prefer a charge of absence without leave—
A. W. 0. L. After so many days this becomes desertion. Now,
at first they treated these cases of absence without leave with
great Jeniency, but when they were trying to give the men their
intensive training they found they did not have.the men there,
They would comb every passenger train and every freight train,
they would watch every avenue by which men eould leave the
camps, but they could not keep them in the camps, and in these
camps containing generally the best young men of the country
it was very discouraging to see how men would forget them-
selves, would desert their posts, and make it absolutely impos-
sible for an organization to become eflicient. |

And these officers, National Guard officers, I have talked with
were frantic about the absence-without-leave men. They wanted
to use more drastic measures than the law would allow. They
had to, in order to curb this abuse. In regard to the men around
their own home towns, while the organizations were being mobi-
lized, if these men were absent a day or two without leave
there was little thought about it. The captain would repri-
mand the man and try to tell him that he was not a good
soldier ; but when it got to the intensive training it was a dif-
ferent proposition; and when it got to the embarkation port,
if men were absent, then they adopted drastic measures. I
think youn will find few cases where the officers exceeded their
authority.

What is the minimum penalty in the Army
I can not give the gentleman the

Desertion in the

Mr. MANN. I think if the gentleman will get somebody from
The Adjutant General's office to talk confidentially with him
he will change his mind.

Mr. CRAGO. I have talked with men who were responsible
for the training of these men, and they were training men who
were to stand up against the enemy and win the war. I know
there are cases where I would probably have acted in a different
way from what the court-martial did, but there had to be exam-
ples set and it saved the lives of many men in the end, .

Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman yield? |

Mr. CRAGO. Yes. :

Mr. BURNETT. Did the gentleman read the statement of
Gen. Ansell in this morning’s paper? ' ’

Mr. CRAGO. Yes.

Mr. BURNETT. Is that true? If it is true, it is an enormity
that no Hun would perpetrate on his own people.

Mr. CRAGO. There may have been cases of that kind. These
men composing the courts-martial generally were taken from the
body of our citizenship and were not Regular Army officers.
They were taken from civil life, and you know that sometimes a
man with a little authority goes too far.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Now, Mr. Chairman——

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, GREENE of Vermont. Yes, {

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman think, with the process
of demobilization of the Army about to be initiated, that as
we reduce our forces we ought to increase the amount available
for courts-martial?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. I do not know that the increase
in appropriations is to apply in any likelihood to new cases,
My impression is that this is like settling up any row—there
is a good deal of work to be done to clean up and complete the
records and put them in shape to be put into the archives. .

Mr. WALSH. I think the gentlemen who have imposed these
unjust penalties on soldiers ought to be court-martialed them-
selves,

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to
say just thfs: We are getting into a period of reaction. We
have been so liberal in appropriations during the period of
stress of the war. We have done it unguestioningly at the
instance of the military authorities, But now that we are
relieved by the present situation so that we can let down a
little the result is, I am afraid, that we may, in a measure,
permit the pendulum to swing too far the other way, and that
}ve will be as extreme against the Army as we have been liberal

or if.

I suggest in this connection, when talking about the court-
martial system, that the experience of the country with that
business during the last year and a half has been largely cre-
ated by men, however honest and faithful in doing their duty
as soldiers as they understood it, who were not professional
soldiers instructed in the standards of the Regular Army for
many, many years.

Mr. SIEGEL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 19, line 22, after the “ $500,000,” insert:

« Provided, That article 11 of the Articles of War is hereby amended
to read as follows:

“fART, 11, Aﬂmintment of judge advocates.—For each genmeral or
special court-martial the anthority appointing the court ghall appoiut a
judge advocate. No person shall be appointed judge advocate for a
general court-martial unless at the time of his appointment he is an
officer of the Judge Advocate (General’s Department, except that where
an officer of that department is not available the authority appointing
the court shall appoint an officer of the Army recommend by the
Judge Advocate General as specially qualified, by reason of legal
learning and experience, to act as judge advocate. The officer ap-
pointed as judge advocate for a general court-martial shall not be a
member of the court, but shall sit with it at all times in open session
and shall fairly, impartinlly, and in a judicial manner perform the
following duties and such others not inconsistent herewith as may be

rescribed by the President in virtue of article 38 of the Articles of

far:

“$(a) Rule upon all questions of law properly arising in the pro-
ceedings ;

“4(b) Advise the court and the convening authority of any legal
deficiency in the constitution and composition of the court or in the
charge before it for trial;

“ife) At the conclusion of the case and before the court proceeds
to deliberate upon the ﬂndlnf sum up the evidence in the case and
discuss the law applicable to it, unless both he and the court consider
it unnecessary ;

“4(d) Take care, equally with the court, that the accused does not
suffer any disadvantage in consequenc ' of his position as such, or of his
ignorance or incapacity to present his own case, and for that purpose
the judge advocate, with the permission of the court, may call and
examine such witnesses as may appear to him necessary or desirable
to elicit the truth.

“+His rulings and advice, given in the performance of his duties
and made of record, shall govern the court-martial.

“41f the judge advocate dies, or from illpess or any cause whatever
is unable to attend, the court shall adjourn and another judge advocate
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shall be appointed by the proper authority, who shall act as judge
advocate for the residue of the trial or until the judge advocate returns.’

" BEC. 2. That article 17 of the Articles of War is hereby amended
to read as follows :

“ ‘ART. 17. Appointment of prosecutors—For each general or s
cial court-martial the authority appointing the court shall appoint
a4 prosecutor, and for each general court-martial one or more assistant
prosecutors when neecessary. ‘The prosecutor of a general or speclal
court-martial shall prosecute in the name of the United States and
shall, under the direction of the court, prepare the record of its pro-
cgedlnglg. Such prosecutor may be an officer of the Jmhie Advocate
General's Department., In all court-martial proceedings the accused
shall have the assistance of and be represented by counsel of his own
selection. Such counsel may be either a civilian lawyer or an officer
of the Army. If military counsel be not selected b& the accused, the
court shall assign military counsel to assist in his defense if such
counsel be reasenably available,'”

* Bec, 3. That articles 22, 30, 33, and 116 of the Articles of War
are hereby amended by substituting the word * prosecutor’ for the words
* Ju advocate’ wherever they appear in the sald articles, and by
substituting the words * prosecutor or any assistant prosecutor of a
general special court-martial' for the words ‘ the judge advocate or any
assistant judge advocate of a general or special court-martial' wherever
they appear in the sald articles.

** 8SEC. 4. That if the autlmrlr% authorized to appoint gem-m‘. courts-
martial has an officer of the Judge Advocate General's Department
present for duty on his staff, he shall not refer any charge to a general
court-martial for trial unless the said officer of the Judge Advocate
General's Department shall indorse in writing upon the charge that in
his opinion an offense made punishable by the Articles of War is
charged with legal sufficiency against the accused, and that it has been
made to ap%penr to him that there is prima facle proof that the accused
is guilty of the offense charged.

**8ec. b, That article 18 of the Articles of War is hereby amended to
read as follows :

* ‘Arr. 18, Challenges,.—Members of a general or special court-martial
may be challenged by the accused, but only for cause stated to the
court. The court shall determine the relevancy and validity thereof,
and shall not receive a challenge to more than one member at a time :
Provided, That if the accused at any time before the arraignment shall
file in the proceedings an affidavit of prejudice alleging specific grounds
to show that the court by reason of matters touching its constitution or
composition can not do justice, the court shall proceed no further in
the case, but shall report the matter to the appointing authority for
his decision.’

“8ec, 6. That when a court-martial shall find the accused not gullty
upon all charges and specifications it shall not reconsider, nor shall the
uppointlngeauﬂmrlty t it to reconsider, its findings; but the presi-
dent of the court or the summary eourt shall immediately inform the
accused and the officer by whose authority he may be in custody of his
ncquittal, and such officer shall thereupon immediately release the
accused from custody, unless he is in custody for reasons other than
the genden of the cha of which he has becn acquitted.

* BEc. 7. That section 1199, Revised Statutes of the United States,
iz hereby amended to read as follows:

s 8pe, 1199, The Judge Advocate General shall receive, revise, and
ecause to be recorded the proceedings of all courts-martial, courts of
inquiry, and military commissions, and perform such other duties as
have been performed heretofore by the Judge Advoeate General of the
Army. The power to revise the proceedings of courts-martial conferred
upon the Judge Advocate General by this section shall be exercised only
for the correction of errors of law which have injuriously affected the
gubstantial rights of an aceused, and shall include—

*“‘(a) Power to disapprove a finding of guilty and to approve only
so much of a finding of lgnllt of a particular offense as Involves a findin
of Ynilty of a lesser inclu offense when the record requires suc
findin

ot ﬁ Power fo diaapgrove the whole or any part of a sentence ;

“4(e) Power, upon the disapproval of the whole of a sentence, to
advise the proper convening or confirming authority of the further pro-
ceedings that may and should be had, if any. If upon revision, under
this section, all the findings and the sentence be disapproved because of
error of law in the proceedings, the convening or confirming authority
may lawflully order a new trial by another court-martial.

“ ¢ Sentences involving death, issal, or dishonorable discharge from
the service shall not be executed pending revision. If in any case a
sentence though valid shall appear upon revision to be unduly severe,
the Judge Advocate General shall make a report and recommendation for
clemency, with the reasons therefor, to the President or the military
anthority lmvi.nf power to remit or mitigate the punishment.’

“ Sgc, 8. That the Judge Advocate General of the Army shall prepare
and submit to Congress, at the earliest practical date, a Tevision of the
Articles of War consistent with the provisions of this act, and shall also
prepare and submit to Congress a draft of regulations providing for the
procedure of general courts-martial.

“ 8Ec, 9. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this act are
hereby repealed.”
i~ Mr. DENT (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I
make the point of order upon this amendment.
| Mr. SIEGEL. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman to
reserve the point of order,

i Mr. DENT. I do not object to the gentleman having this
,in the REcorp, but I make the point of order. We will never
{get through with this bill if everybody tries to amend the
{articles of war,

| Mr, SIEGEL. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman to reserve
his point of order. This is a bill that was offered in January.
It is the same bill that has been offered in the Senate, and is
a bill prepared by a number of lawyers, and some of the gen-
tlemen connected with the Judge Advocate General's office know
its contents. It is not a new bill.

Mr. DENT. Then what is the use of reading it?

Mr. SIEGEL. I want to have it in the REcorp.

Mr. DENT. I make the point of order that this is new legis-
lation. -

Mr. SIEGEL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the amendment may be printed in the IREcorp as though read,

and I ask the gentleman to withhold the point of order, so that
I can discuss it for five minutes. !

AMr. DENT. Oh, I hope the gentleman will not ask me to do
that. I have been very liberal here to-day.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani«
mous consent that the amendment offered by him, partially
:fad‘; may appear in the Recorp as though read. Is there objec-

on? .

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama makes the
point of order against the amendment. Has the gentleman
from New York anything to say on the point of order?

Mr. SIEGEL. Mr. Chairman, I submit that it is in order. It
is germane to the appropriation of $500,000 for courts-martial,
This puts limitations upon the expenditure of the money. )

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. SIEGEL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. On January 23, 1919, I discussed on the floor of this
House the question of courts-martial, and at that time stated
that there had been 22,000 courts-martial and about 370,000 sum-
mary cases tried. I called attention to House bill 14883, which
I had introduced and which’ would remedy the econditions of
which the country was complaining.

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that

the gentleman is not diseussing the bill before the House. This

has already been ruled out on a point of order.

Mr. MANN. My Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio does not
know what is before the House. This appropriation is for half
a million dollars for courts-martial. The gentleman is digcus-
sing the subject covered by the appropriation. _ f

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed in order.

Mr. SIEGEL. Mr. Chairman, I repeat that I said at that
time that there had been 22,000 cases tried by courts-martial and
about 370,000 snmmary cases since the war had commenced.
Many gentlemen doubted that we had had such a large number,
I also said that in the cases tried in Texas there had been
executions held before there had been any review of the cases,
and yesterday before a committee of another body the gentle-
man in command of the Judge Advocate General's office testi-
fied to the truth of both those statements. What are the facts?
How is a court-martial proceeding started, and how does it
work out? The general in command of a division selects the
men to make up the court-martial, and the officer making the
complaint appears before it. The defendant is usually repre-
sented—as occurred in Francde, where two men were permitted
to plead guilty to having slept on their post, a death sentence—
by a second or a first lieutenant.

Then what happens? After the testimony has been taken
the soldier defendant is not informed whether he has been
found guilty or what the judgment of the court is. He is kept
in the dark and weeks and months will elapse before the de-
fendant, who is a soldier, will know exactly what took place.
We know very well what occurs when an officer is under a
general in a division and he happens to be one of the ecourt-
martial. They usually are. If the general in command of the
division desires a conviction to be had you will find that
there is a conviction, and then who reviews it? The general
selects the officers composing the court-martial, and if he is
not satisfied with the findings or sentence he directs the court-
martial to reconvene, and then, usually, the court follows
exactly what he wants,

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Chairman, surely the gentleman does
not mean to say that the officers who compose the Army that
has just been in France, and who are still there, after trying a
man vote conviction because the superior officer wants them to
convict an innocent man?

Mr. SIEGEL. Let me say to the gentleman that the records
tell their own tale—that there have heen eases which have been
brought to public attention lately where the President himself
had to interfere, where men were allowed to plead guilty and
the death sentence was even imposed; but T am not discussing
theories now, I am discussing facts,

Mr. RAGSDALE. No; but if the gentleman will pardon me,
he has been charging here that where commanding officers se-
lected officers under him to have a court-martial that if a supe-
rior officer wanted a conviction that these officers would give it
to him.

Mr. SIEGEL. I want to say right now to my friend from
South Carolina that I am not discussing theories; I am dis-
cussing facts. Gen. Ansell testified before the committee, and
the records down at the Mills Building in Washington tell their
own tale. No matter how it may have happened, these things
did happen.

The most humiliating part of the story of this war is that
22,000 men were convicted, and the impression I have stated
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exists. I do mot pretend or elaim that they were all innocent,
but there was a sufficient number of innocent men to warrant
a change of procedure. Gen. Ansell himself understood the
injustice of these courts-martial. I want to say to the gentle-
man forther if he wants a series of cases all he has to o is
to read the testimony that has been taken here only yesterday.
I regret exceedingly that under m point of order my amend-
ment to relieve conditions can not be considered.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the genfleman from XNew
York has expired.

Mr, SIEGEL. I ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp en this quetsion.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York? [After a pause.]
hears none.

Mr, SIEGEL, I hope that ilie Members of the House will
read very carefully the following, from one of our daily news-

papers: :

Bri‘&; Gen. Ansell's office has passcd on some 18,000 or 20,000 cases.
The of -extreme harshness resulting in eruel and unjustifiable
sentences was based on a sufficient number of cases, he said, to justify
the general indietment. THis plea to the committee carried convictwon.
He declared that the ‘method of admMnistering justice is the greatest
weakness in the Army system and endangers the suceess and -effi-
clency of the establishment, The American method of administering
justice is more severe and less judicial than that of European armies,
and is fundamentdlly wrong, he declared,

The witness asserted that the continuation of the system would
htgnﬁg into‘ dlgre:zum the sacred functions of justice and law adminis-

on, '

As outlined by the Judge Advocatc, the following is a brief summar
of the mode of procedure and the status of the courts through whiel
thousands of American soldiers have recelved sentences go hargh that
to see to it that a t many of them are
mere justice, if not for humane reasons.

Any mill commander can order a court-martial. He sclects the
officers who sit on it. 'The accused is given a counsel, who may be a
second lieutenant who has no knowledge of the fundamentals of the
common law or judicial procedure. A sentence of gullty is handed
down on the fin -of the court. The soldier has no appeal. The
Judge Advocate General has no power whatever to revise. He may
advise the Secretary of War or the Chief of Etaff, but neither of these
is bound to accept his advice, even when he and every law, of his
staff are sure that there has been a ve misearriage of justice.

Apparently the views of Brig. Gen. Ansell were not favorably re-
eeived by the War Department, but the hrief he submitted to the com-
mittee was absolutely convincing in faet and in logic. The War De-
partment takes it for granted and acts on the assumption that courts-
martial are * executive agencies™ to carry out Army orders. The
contention of the Judge Advocate was that if these courts are mere
executive agencles, the men iried in them are convicted under these
orders applied :Iy professicnal soldiers and not by men who understand
the fundamental principles of the comflon law.

The committee was urged to have ‘Congress remedy a grave evil in
the national system. If a eourt, he said, can try a man for life and
1imb, then the trial should be condueted nlmuﬁl which guarantee
to the acceused e rotection and eliminate the personal element and
the caprice of a military .commander. It is a travesty on justice, he
declared, that the Chief of Staff or the President should be called upon
to reverse a ﬁndgment or lessen the mw when that sentence or pen-
alty in the first instance was not on law and reason. In the
latter ease, he sald, it should never have been imposed. In too many
instances the court, he said, merely registers the wishes of the com-
mander who convened it.

The witness agreed with members of the committee that the final
tribunal to dispese of and revise all cases where the lives of soldiers
should be put in n&eopa.rd: is not a Chief of Staff or a Seeretary of War,
but a tribunal independent of these officlals, and with full discretionary

wers for the administration of justice. This could be secured by giv-

g the Judge Advoeate’s office not merely power to advise some mill-
. tary chief ignorant ot-leﬁnl procedure and evidence, but power to carry

out its decisions, This is precisely what the Chamberlain bill proposes
to do.
© (ases were submitted to the committee which appeared almost unbe-
levable to the members if it were not for the fact the Judge Advocate
had examined them, Sentences of 40 years, 30 yeartli, 20 years with hard
labor and a digshonorable discharge were frequently imposed in cases
where the penalty in peace time never went beyond months. - Often these
sentences were cut down, but the very fact that they should be
here in the United States for offenses which were not heinous in view of
all the cirenmstances [llustrated, the Judge Advocate sald, the weakness
of the system under which it was possib

A special case in which the soldier was dishonorably -discharged, for-
feiied all pay, and received a sentence of 30 years in the penitentiary (a
sentence afterwards reduced), revealed the following facts com g the
buman equation : A raw l:o‘nnlrry hoy, the only son of parents in humble
cireumstances, absented himself without leave, staying away for several
months. He returned to his command, was court-martialed, and pun-
ished severely for descrtlon.
Heavy sentences for trivial offenses, dishonorable discharges, which
meant a yellow sheet for life, occurred with such freguency that the
udge advocate said the very value of a dishonorable discharge as an
instrument of discipline had been impaired. The penalty for sleeping
on duty is the firing squad, but, as Brig, Gen. Ansell pointed -out, there
is a difference between sleeping while guarding Government canvas in
Texas and guarding a line of trenches 30 yards from the enemy.

AMr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubit but what the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Siecen] has stated the facts,
and Gen. Ansell, when he made the statement credited to hiim
in the Washington I’ost to-day, showed that he himself was a
party to the crime. Any man who would sit by as an Assistant
Judge Advocate General and see men convicted under the cir-
cumstanees that Gen. Ansell detailed must either be a coward
or an incompetent weakling. [Applause.] Now, there is no use

Congress is called upon
revised in the interest of

The Chair

talking abeut it. I think he stated facts about it, and ‘there
lhave been .committed the enormities and atrocitics by men on
courts-martial which have been winked at by Crowder, and
perhaps by the SBecretary of War himself. These outrages are
only equaled by the atrocities that the Huns themselyves com-
mitted. It is infamous. The statement of Ansell shows the
wickedness in the War Department among these petty officers,
some of whom no doubt were men from civil life who never made
$50 or $100 a month, and who tried men and sent them to
Leavenworth Penitentiary for years, and yet the men higher
up of this department are the ones who are responsible and
onght either to be impeached or court-martinled themselves.

Mr. GALLIVAN. Will the genfleman yield?

Mr. BURNETT. I do.

Mr. GALIAVAN. T do not believe for a shadow of 2 moment
the gentleman means to do Gen, Ansell an injustice. T mnder-
stand that Gen. Ansell discovered these outrageous tliings that
the gentleman discusses, and which we all believe were -onut-
rageous, and that Gen. Aunsell is entitled to the thanks of the
people of this country instead of condemnation, e is the man
who brought this thing out in the open.

Mr. BURNETT. When did he do it?

Mr. GALLIVAN. He did it when the cases came to the
department. .

Mr. BURNETT. Why did he not appeal to the Presideut—-—

Mr. GREENE of Yermont. Perhaps he could not get a pass-
port to get to the President. [Laughter.]

Alr. BURNETT. Why did he not appeal to Gen. Crowder, why
did ‘he not appeal to the President to vindicate him, why did he
go .on here until he was called before a committee of the Senate
te do it? Now, if he had been a brave man and an honest man,

‘he never would have held the place that he held with these

atrocities and wickedness being perpetrated by men in high life,
You can not get around it, gentlemen. He is a party to the
crime; there is no doubt about it.

You can mot dodge it. Only avithin the last few days I re-
ceived a letter from a constituent in my own distriet stating that
his son had been sent to Leavenworth for 20 years because he
wag absent foreight days to be at the bedside of his dying mother.
Those things are done, gentlemen. But whe has done it? Gen.
Ansell is responsible; Crowder and the whole bunch of them;
Crowder, no doubt, more than any of them. Do not try to throw
it-on one man, but hold the whole lot of them responsible. Let
the responsibility fall where it ought to fall, gentlemen, and not
upon 4ny one mai.

My son was a “buck private ” at Camp Pike, and he said that
he would rather risk his chances with West Point oflicers than
with the insignificant little lieutenant, eaptain, or major that
had not made $50 a month in civil life, in erder to make a show
and hold his position as a petty officer in the ranks.

There is where the responsibility lies, gentlemen, and these
little tyrants ought to be dismissed. They ought to get rid of

these captains and these colonels and these majors, and these

men like the ones my friend from Mississippi [Mr. Huarnueeys]
talked of the other day, who felt it was beneath the dignity of
an oflicer to allow a private to ride by their side in an auto-
mobile.

Leét ns place this responsibility on the men in high ife.
Pershing, on the other side, is responsible. You Republicans
talk about running him for President [laughter] when 'he is
primarily responsible for the infamies that are being committed
in TFrance by those martinets over ihere. My {friend from
Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway] has talked about the mails not
being delivered to the soldiers, I'ershing could have seen ‘that
they were delivered. He is responsible at last, and let the
blame fall where it ought 1o fall. He ecould have had fair treat-
ment to our brave boys over there if he had wanted to.

Mr. Chairman, I wanted to deliver myself of this little speech
that has been in my system for several days. The Huns never
treated’ their soldiers as brutally as some of our Army oflicers
have treated some of ours. [Applause.] :

Mr, KEARNS. 3Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kearxs]
is recognized.

Ar. DEXT. NMr. Chairman, I ask for recognition.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama is recog-
nized.

Ar. DENT. How much time does the gentleman from Ohio
desire?

Mr. KEARNS. Five minutes.

Mr. DENT. Then, after the expiration of five minutes T ask
that the debate -on this paragraph and ail amendmnents thereto
be closed.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Dext]

asks unanimous consent that at the expiration of five minutes
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the debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto shall
be terminated. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kearxs] is recog-
nized for five minutes. :

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from
Alabama has unjustly attacked Gen. Ansell., It is my advice
that Gen. Ansell is responsible in a great part for the amendment
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Siecer] has introduced
here as a part of this bill. Gen. Ansell is in a position to recog-
nize that the ordinary court-martial is worse than a travesty
upon justice, and for that reason he was instrumental in pre-
paring this or assisting in the preparation of this amendment.
And it seems to me that if anybody should be censured we
ought not to go farther than the floor of this House, but censure
the man who makes the point of order against this, when all men
who have made any investigation of fhe courts-martial that
have been carried on during this war know that they are an
absolute disgrace to the Army.

I had occasion to read the testimony in a court-martial the
other day. There was only one witness who took the stand.
He was a major. A young officer was appointed to defend.
‘After the major testified for the prosecution the defense rested
iis case. 1 read the speech that he made in defense of his client,
In substance, it was like this: “ When I undertook the defense
of this man I thought I would be able to prove his innocence. 1
avas told by the defendant a story that, if true, would have shown
that this boy was absolutely innocent of the charge against him,
but when the major testified I would not insult an officer of this
Army by putting in testimony the word of a private soldier that
would dispute the testimony of that officer, and for that reason
I did not allow the defendant to testify, or his three or four
companions, who would have testified to his innocence.” :

. That case is on file in the Judge Advocate General's office in
this city. That young officer who undertook the defense of this
man was seeking a promotion, and he was wanting it through
the recommendation of this major, and within a very few days
after this memorable speech he got the desired promotion.

Mr. FIELDS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KEARNS. Yes,

Mr. FIELDS. Would the gentleman mind giving the name
of this man who made this defense?

Mr. KEARNS. I have the name in my pocket.
nish it to the gentleman.

Mr. FIELDS. Put it in the Recorp.

Mr. KEARNS. I may later.

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman state whether or not
that major is still a member of the Regular Army?

Mr. KEARNS. I do not know anything about the major.

Mr. BURNETT. He has been promoted, has he not?

Mr. KEARNS. I am talking about the young officer who de-
fended this man in the able manner I have just indicated.

Mr. RUCKER. Who betrayed him.

Mr. DOWELL. And he was promoted?

Mr. KEARNS. Within a week after the defense.

That is only one instance in many. I have another case in
mind where a young officer was defending a man charged with
some military crime, and the evidence as he was bringing it
out in the trial of the case was pointing to the guilt of some
officer, He was asked not to pursue that line of questioning
any longer. This young officer refused. He said, “T am de-
fending this man, and I have nothing fo do with the officer
whose reputation is being brought in question.”

And that young officer, because of his refusal to protect the
other officer, because he insisted npon defending his client, was
taken out of the case during its progress and another officer
substituted who would not bring out the facts, but allowed his
client to be convicted.

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, has the gentleman those
names?

Mr, KEARNS. I have.

Mr. RUCKER. I think they ought to be put in the Recorp
to show the whole world what was done.

Mr. KEARNS. I will not give the name of the officer, but
I will say to my friend from Missouri that that young officer,
although he is one of the best medical men in the Army—I
do not care where he comes from—has never gotten higher than
first lieutenant, and he volunteered at the beginning of this
war, and is in France now. He has never been able to get a
promotion, simply because he insisted upon defending his client.
I hope the gentleman from Alabama will not make the point
of order and will allow this House to rewrite the law pertain-
ing to courts-martial.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Ohio has
expired.

I will fur-

Mr, DENT. Mr. Chairman, I mova to strike out the last three
words.

Mr. MANN. The debate is closed.

The CHATRMAN, The debate is concluded, under the unani-
mous-consent agreement. The Clerk will read. E

The Clerk read as follows:

For commutation of quarters and of heat and llg_ht to commissioned
officers, warrant officers, members of the Nurse Corps, and enlisted
men on duty at places where no public quarters are nmlla.h!eh including

enlisted men of the Regular Army Reserve and retired enlisted men
when ordered to active duty, $4,821,150.

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Chairman, I move to sirike out the

last word. :
The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina moves
to strike out the last word. J

Mr, RAGSDALE. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to attempt
to defend here any of the irregularities or injustices that have
been done to men in the service by oflicers, but I will not per-
mit to go unchallenged here the statement made on the floor by,
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Siecer] that the highest
officers in our Army, who had charge of the men, who had
charge of the handling of the men, who had the right to put
them in the places of danger and to see that they were taken
care of abroad, and who had commanded confidence from
younger officers all down the line—I can not permit it to go
unchallenged here. when it is charged against these high offi-
cers, graduates of West Point, men who have grown up in
the service and who, as they have lived their lives, have shown
a proper respect for that flag and the institutions that they
were sent over to defend, that they would select young offi-
cers, inexperienced men, and tell them to adjudge guilty the
men brought before them, without regard to their innocence or
guilt.

Injustices were done. The record shows it. Mistakes were
made, but it is incomprehensible, to my mind, that these high
officers, with this tremendous responsibility, would select these
men and pack the jury against innocent privates who were
under their control. i

Whatever mistakes may have been made, whatever injustices
may have been done, Mr. Chairman, I can not believe that the
high officers of the American Army whom I have been taught
to respect were so unmindful of their duty to the flag, to the
Constitution, and to our people that they would under any,
conditions have inflicted this tremendous outrage, infamy, and
injustice on the men under their command. :

Mr. HUMPHREYS. But they did it just the same.

Mr. KEARNS., Yes; they did it.

Mr. SIEGEL. Mr. Chairman, I have heard the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. RAGSDALE]——

Mr. DENT. My, Chairman, how much time does the gentle-
man desire?

Mr. SIEGEL. I would like to occupy about five minutes.

Mr. DENT. I ask unanimous consent that at the expira-
tion of five minutes the debate on this paragraph and all amend-
ments thereto shall close.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent that at the expiration of five minutes' debate on
this paragraph and all amendments thereto shall terminate.
Is there objection?

There was no objection. !

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from New York is recog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. SIEGEL. Mr. Chairman, I have heard the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. RAcspArLe] speak here, and I was
Just thinking whether, if the gentleman from South Carolina
had read the record of some of these cases he would have
spoken as he has. T admire the wonderful deeds performed
by our men as much as he does, I just wonder whether he
believes that there should have been an execution of those
young men in Texas within a few hours after they were found
guilty, without a review? I wonder whether he believes that
men should be condemned to death, as they were in Leaven-
worth, and not be informed for months which of the 12 were
to die and which one of the 11 was to live? I just wondered
whether in South Carolina they do not fry and defend men
before an impartial tribunal when they are charged with
crime?

I just wondered whether in South Carolina an excuse would
be offered for the outrages that have been perpetrated in the
22000 cases tried, and the thousands of whom have been
sentenced to 10 or 20 years for the most minor offenses. One
of the cases which has been mentioned was on account of a
package of cigarettes, and the man was sentenced to 40 years,
That is the evidence adduced before a committee of the other
body at the other end of the Capitol.
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Now, I know that the gentleman from South Carolina, and
the other gentlemen here who seem to take offense when the
true facts of these cases are told, do not desire to be unfair,
because they are all fair-minded men who are dazed at what
is being exposed to their view.

Mr. BURNETT. Will my colleague yield?

Mr. SIEGEL. Certainly.

Alr. BURNETT. If these higher officers assent to these sen-
tences, are they not just as guilty as the subordinate officers
whom they themselves appointed?

Mr. SIEGEL. Some people would designate it as a system—
the same as a police system which existed in certain cities for a
long time, 1
" Now, just a word about Gen. Ansell. Great credit is due to
Gen. Ansell. He had a number of disputes about these cases,
and he was the man of all the men who had the pluck and the
nerve and the courage to come out and say that the grossest
kind of injustice was being done. All he could do was to pro-
test in the department, and I will say that it is due to Gen.
Ansell's intervention in certain cases as the result of reviews
by him that certain young boys 18 or 19 years of age are now
alive. That does not relieve him or any other officer of the
great responsibility of judging men and judging them rightly.

Mr. BURNETT. Will my colleague yield?

Mr. SIEGEL. I will :

Mr. BURNETT. If Gen. Ansell knew that these Hunlike
atrocities were being permitted, and kept quiet about it, is he
not just as guilty as the men who committed them?

Mr: SIEGEL. I do not think Gen. Ansell kept quiet. I think
he did all he could do under the circumstances.

Mr. BURNETT. When did anyone ever hear from him?

" Mr. SIEGEL. He has protested for months.

Mr. BURNETT. To whom has he protested?

Mr. SIEGEL. He has protested publicly. The attention of
the American Bar Association was called to these serious cases
months ago.

Mr. BURNETT. Did he call attention to what the War De-
partment was doing with these cases and criticize those men who
were responsible for them?

Mr. SIEGEL. Yes; he did criticize certain men pretty
strongly.

Mr. BURNETT. Why did he not resign from that crowd of
Huns there who were doing these things?

Mr. SIEGEL. I do not think I would have resigned.

Mr. BURNETT. I would.

Mr. SIEGEL. I would have stuck it out and have seen that
justice was being given to the soldier boys.

Mr. BURNETT. But he did not do it.

Mr. SIEGEL., That is what he did against the greatest odds.
- Mr. HUMPHREYS. Is it not a faet that Gen. Ansell went
to the President and interceded in behalf of some of these boys?

Mr. SIEGEL. He did. He saved the two boys who were
ordered to be executed who had pleaded guilty of sleeping on
post, one of whom had just come out of a hospital. If you
find the time, I suggest that some of you go down and spend a
couple of hours in reading some of these cases.

" Mr. FLOOD. I have always given Gen. Crowder credit for
saving those two boys.

Mr. SIEGEL. If I am correctly informed, Gen. Ansell was
the man who did it.

Mr. GORDON. That is right.

Mr. BURNETT. What was Gen. Crowder doing all that
time? He has just been confirmed.

Mr. SIEGEL. Gen. Crowder was busy with draft matters,
and he handled them prefty successfully.

Mr. BURNETT. Then, why did he not resign.as Judge Ad-
voeate and let somebody else handle those cases?

Mr. SIEGEL. I can not state what actuated another man's
actions. All I can say is that if any of you believe that the
truth has not been told in the other body, before their com-
mitiee, in the newspapers, and here, all you have got to do is to
go down to the Mills Building and spend a couple of hours
reading some of those cases. They will satisfy you that all we
are asking for as men, as citizens, and as Members of Congress
is that a fair deal be obtaized for these thousands and thousands
of men who have been unjostly convicted and are now unjustly
confined. The American people will be safisfied with nothing
less. It is the duty of the press of the country to continue to
arouse the Nation to see that justice is obtained.

Mr. DENT., Mpr. Chairman, just a moment on a motion to
strike out the last word. I do not think this House ought to
undertake to try any Army officer on an appropriation bill,
and that is exactly what we have been doing, trying this man
and that man here, The House ought not to try them by that

sort of procedure, and I hope gentlemen will proceed with the
consideration of this bill,

Mr. CRAMTON and Mr. DOWELL rose.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield:
and if so, to whom?

Mr. DENT. 1 yiell to the gentleman from Towa.

Mr. DOWELL. I want to know if it is not true that when a
court-martial is organized a Regular Army officer is usually at
the head of the court-martial ?

Mr. DENT. That is my information, in a general way.

Mr. DOWELL. Then the statement of the gentleman from
YVermont that these cases were all fried by inexperienced men
is not correct?

Mr. GREENE of VYermont. Will the gentleman permit a brief
answer? In the first place, I did not make any such statement
as the gentleman says I did. T object to the words being put
into my mouth.

Mr. DOWELL. The statement was made that they were
principally, or in many instances, all men of inexperience.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Which was true.

Mr. DOWELL. I am inquiring whether the courts-martial
were headed by a Regular Army officer?

Mr. DENT. As far as that was possible, that is my general
information.

Mr. DOWELL. Then, notwithstanding the statement of the
gentleman from Vermont, while it may, perhaps, be technically
correct, there is a Regular Army officer at the head who has
zeneral observation and knows all that is going on. He is at
the head of the court-martial.

Ar. GREENE of Vermont. I do not know where the gentle-
man from Alabama gets the basis for his statement. I do
know that under the court-martial law that I used to be
familiar with that would not be the case at all. It was one of
the provisions of the old court-martial law that an officer should
be tried by oflicers taken from his own service. A volunteer
officer was not tried by a court-martial of Regular officers, but
by Velunteers. I think my friend from Mississippi, who served
20 years ago, knows that that was the law. Not only that,
but the president of the court-martial does not have any more
power in the decision than does any other member of the court.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. DOWELL. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five
minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. DOWELL. I want to challenge the statement or
apology offered by the gentleman from Vermont for these offi-
cers—that these courts-martial were composed of inexperienced
ment who were not accustomed to the Army regulations. The
chairman of the committee has disclosed that these courts, or
practically all of them, were headed by a Regular Army officer,
and this puts a different phase upon the situation. These, I
take if, were not inexperienced men, and the inexperienced men
referred to were not entirely responsible for the punishment.
If these boys were tried, eonvieted, and punished by courts-
martial headed by officers of the Reguiar Army, who know these
regulations, thesc officers at least consented to all that was
done by way of punishment.

I have taken just a few moments of time because of the
apparent apology that was offered for the outrageous punish-
ments referred to in this debate and which it was intimated
were inflicted by inexperienced officers. But the chairman of
the Military Committee has revealed the fact that a Regular
Army officer has usually sat in judgment.

I want to say that no oflicer can excuse himself that any of
the lesser officers have been derelict or unfaithful to duty if he
has sat quiefly by and suffered these boys to be punished un-
justly. I am not ready to excuse the oflicers even if they did put
inexperienced men on the courts-martial to try these cases,
because when these boys have given their services to their
country they at least should have a fair and impartial trial
before conviction and punishmeunt.

Mr. FIELDS. You have inexperienced men on the juries in

civil courts.

Mr, DOWELL. Yes.

Mr. FIELDS. DBut they do not inflict any such penalties as
we see here,

Mr. DOWELIL. No. And it is the proud boast of this country

that every man, whether he be guilty or innocent, shall have a
fair and impartial trial, and I submit that we at least ought to
bave given these boys the same privilege and opportunity that
we ask for every American citizen everywhere. I believe, and
it is the belief of the American people, that these boys should
have had a fair and impartial trial, >
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Mr. LOBECK. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOWELL. Yes.

Mr. LOBECK. These men that have sat on the courts-martial
have had the highest indorsement probably from: you and from
others,

Mr. DOWELL. I do not care what their indorsements may
have been, the Army officers who sat with them and above them
knew what they were doing. I care nothing about their indorse-

jments. They have failed to perform their duty, and it was the
_duty of the officer above them to see that the duty was performed,
especially when it came to punishing the boys who had given
their services to their.country to win this great world war,

; Mr. LOBECK. And these men who sat on these juries were
men that got their positions through the influence of the gen-
tleman and men of his kind, and they are citizens of this country,

Mr. DOWELL. No; under the Army Regulations no man
could get a place there unless he came within the regulations.

Mr. LOBECK. How did he get into the training school?

Mr. DOWELL. By reason of the law enacted here.

Mr. LOBECK. And by indorsements of men of the gentle-
man's high character?

AMr. DOWELL. The Congress adopted a law by which they
were admitted to the service. That is the way they came in;
but what I am trying to get at is to show that some one, at least,
in the service was responsible for seeing that a fair and im-
partial trial was given, and the blame should not rest on these
so-called inexperienced officers,

The Clerk read as follows:

For pay of one computer for Artitlery Board, $3,000.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order
on the paragraph. What services are performed by this so-
called computer?

Alr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I have been asked that question
a great many times and have asked it myself so niany times that
I ought to remember it by heart, but I must confess that I have
forgotten the answer.

Mr. STAFFORD. So have I, or I would not have burdened
the gentleman for a further explanation,

Mr. DENT. It has been in the bill for some time. He is an
experienced map maker and pher in connection with
the Coast Artillery work, but it has been in the bill for years.

Mr. STAFFORD. You have increased the salary $500 this

year?
Mr. DENT. No; I do not think so. The salary is the same.
Mr. STAFFORD. Then it was not the intention of the com-

mittee to increase the salary?

Mr, DENT. No.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I believe that the salary
paid to this computer was $2,500 last year As it was not the
intention of the committee to increase the salary, I make the
point of order against the increased salary.

The CHAIRMAN. Was that salary fixed by law?

Mr, DENT. T understand that it is. I move to amend the
bill by striking out the *$3,000 " and inserting * $2,500.”

Mr, STAFFORD. Then I withdraw the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will repert the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered bx Mr Dexrt: Page 21, line 8, strike out
#%3,000" and insert “$2,500

The CHATRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For amount required to make monthly payments of §100 to John R.
Kissinger, late of Cumlpan{ D, One hundred and fifty-seventh Indiana
vqunto;elr'){l,gfsntry, ate of the Hospital Cerps, United States
Army, y=

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following amendment,
which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 22, after line 4, insert as a new paragra

at the estate of the late Capt. Belvedere

Three hundred and eighth Infantry, be, and it hereb; is, relieved
accountability or responsibility for 1he sum of $173.26 lost or destroyed
by an act of the enemy when the said Capt. Belvedere Brooks, in whose
possesgion it was, was killed in action on or about the 21st day of Au-
gust, 1018 ; and that Capt. Samuel 1. Zeidner, assistant division guar-
termaster, ‘Capt. C. W. lord, and Lieut. John V. D. Behell, Three
hundred and eighth Infan ry, his agents in the transmission "of sald
m?ineye'd to sald pt. Belvedere Brooks, be, and they hereby are, likewise
reliev

Mr. DENT. Mr,

ihat.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, this is a bill which was sent to
the House by the Secretary of War and referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs on February 3. Doubtless that com-

the following :
rooks, of Compané B,
om

Chairman, I reserve the point of order on

mittee has not had a chance to examine it. The Committee on
Military Affairs would not have authority to report such a bill
anyway, as it is a private claim, I.am not interested in the case.
I merely picked this up. The Secretary of War Says:

From evidence on file in the department it a a&pean that Capt. Brooks
had on his person when he was killed in .a 73.26 nging to
the United States, and that the mone g was destroyed in the explosion

that killed him. This money was paid over to him for the pay of the
members of his company for the month of May, 1018, Some of his
men were away from the company, and he was killed before he counld
get the money delivered to them. The officers mentioned in the bill
are responsible or accountable for the funds, and legislation is necessary
to relieve them therefrom.

I think the estate ought to get immediate relief.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman from
Illinois that the War Department submitted a great many pri-
vate claims, perhaps some of them not as meritorious as that.

Mr. MANN. As private claims, that is true, but here is a
case transmitted with a bill requesting that it be enacted. I
think the others ought to be enacted, but this is not in the list.

Mr. DENT. I will make the point of order for the present,
as I would like to look into it.

. MANN. I shall not renew the amendment. I «do not
think the gentleman ought to make the point of order against
relieving the estate of 2 man who had some money, which was
blown up when he was blown up in battle.

Mr. DENT. We do not know how many cases there are—

Mr. MANN. What difference does that make? We know of
this case, This case stands on its own bottom. I do not know
the people.

Mr. DENT. Very well, I withdraw the point of order.

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas makes the
Eomrfi ;}r order. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire to be

eard?

Mr. MANN. It is subject to the point of order, but I hope the
gentleman from Texas will not make it.

Mr, DIES. Oh, I do not see the reason why some particular
person’s claim should be picked out to ge on the military appro-
priation bill. There are probably thousands of private claims
equally meritorious. It is a bad way to legislate.

Mr. MANN., Very likely. This claim was sent in the form
of a bill to the Secretary of War and should have been referred,
of course, to the Committee on Claims.

AMr. DIES. Precisely. There are doubtless hundreds of thon-
sands equally as meritorious claims that probably ought to go to
the Committee of Claims.

Mr. MANN. But it was referred to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs. Now, after all, there is no gquestion about the
facts.

Mr. RUCKER. It merely releases the estate from liability?

Mr. MANN. It does not pay out money, but it is the same
thing. The money was blown up when the man was blown up.

Mr, DIES. As I say, there are thousands of eases equally as
meritorious as this case. I am sure the gentleman from Illinois -
would not want to lumber up this bill, an appropriation bill, in
this way with a private clai

. MANN. I put the amendment here where we have
already proposed to pay various other people in accordance with
the law a certain amount of money. Let the gentleman's heart
relent ; I do not know the people——

My, DIES. I am sure I do not see why this claim should be
picked out te go into this appropriation bill in contradistinction
with other claims, and I make the point of order.

My, MANN. If it created a precedent, it would create a very
good one. If there su-e a lot of other claims like this, they
ought to be disposed of.

Mr. DIES. There may be 100,000 meritorious cases that do
not happen to have the ear of the gentleman from Illinois or
some other Member of Congress, and there is no good reason
why this particular claim should go in this bill,

Mr. MANN, I will say that this claim does not have the ear
of the gentleman from Illinois. This is a letter transmitting
it from the Secretary of War, which I picked up in the ordinary
course of business, without knowing any of the people at all,
and it is the only one of the kind I have seen. I aim to look
at all of them, maybe not very carefully. It may be that there
are thousands of others, but I do not know of any other claim
like this——

Mr. DIES. Mr, Chairman, I am not the guardian of the
Committee on Military Affairs, and if the chairman of that
committee and the members of it want this sort of legislation
on their bill T withdraw the point of order.

Mr., DENT. I will not make the point of order. y

" The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment.
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.
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The Clerk read as follows:

All the money hereinbefore appropriated for pay of the Army and
miscellaneous, except the appropriation for mileage to commissioned
officers, contract gurgeons, expert accountant, In tor General's De-
partment, Army field clerks, and field clerks of the Quartermaster Corps,
when authorized by law, shall be disburged and accounted for as pay
of the Army, and for that purpose shall constitute one fund.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which I
send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. FIELDS : Page 22, at the end of line 11

mﬂi&mw, That no part of the funds herein appropriated shall be
applied in payment of the salary of any officer of the Army of the

nited States who shall promulgate or cause to be ‘Promulgnted any
order prohibiting social intercourse between officers and enlisted men of
the United States Army while not on military duty or that will in any
way establish or attempt to establish social or class distinction between
officers and men or between officers of different ranks while not on mili-
tary duty: Provided, That this llmitation shall not apply to officers
wég:: only connection herewith is in obedience to an order of a superior
0! .

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the
amendment.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, if the amendment is subject to
the point of order, I hope that the gentleman from Alabama
will decide not to make the point of order.

Now, we have heard and are hearing a great deal of com-
plaint from the boys who are coming from France and from
the camps throughout this country. In fact it is a lamentable
fact that there is as much complaint as there is, because these
complaints are, unfortunately, bringing the Army of the United
States into disrepute before the people of the country. The
people resent these orders, and unless the Congress begins to
take action to show its disapproval of such action on the part
of officers the people of the country will hold the Congress
responsible, and properly so.

An order was read in the Recorp a few days ago that was
issued at Camp MacArthur, Tex., which prohibited officers from
associating with men while not on military duty. That order
was not authorized by military regulations, as is shown by the
statement of the Secretary of War contained in Senate Docu-
ment No. 154, which I hold in my hand. But yet Maj. Wool-
worth, major of Infantry in the United States Army, and Maj.
E. E. Lambert took it upon themselves to issue an order which
even made it impossible for an enlisted man to attend a theater
where one of those gentlemen happened to be sitting, and caused
criticism to go out all over this country against Gen. Buck, who
was in command of that camp.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. May I inquire of the gentleman
if that order was not amended immediately after it was brought
to the attention of Gen. Buck?

Mr, FIELDS. It was; but that does not excuse the gentle-
men who issued it. And I have an amendment that I will offer
after this amendment is disposed of that will deal with those
gentlemen.

There have been complaints on both sides of this Chamber
against the irregularities, injustices, and even outrages that
have been perpetrated by Army officers. Now, gentlemen, the
tinie has come for Congress to begin to act as well as to talk.
Do you approve this social distinetion between the young men
of this country who come from the best homes of the country
and their officers while not on military duty? If you do, of
course you will oppose this amendmeut ; but if you believe that
the boys from the homes all over this country, though they may
be privates, are as good socially as their commanding officers,
you will favor this amendment. Those orders have no place
in any institution in a democratic Government or among a
democratic people.

I would not interfere with discipline. I would not offer an
amendment that would limit the authority of a commissioned
officer in dealing with his men while on military duty. But
when they are off military duty, when they get out in social
circles, I say it is repugnant to the very spirit of our institu-
tions to subject men to such orders as the one referred to.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. FIELDS. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five
minutes, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I understand we wish to make headway this evening. We
are going to be kept in session until 10 o'clock perhaps. Does
the gentleman think it fair to continue this argument with a
point of order pending?

Mr, FIELDS. I am hoping the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
DexT] will not press the point of order.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. If he does not, somebody else may.

Mr. FIELDS. If he is going to do it I will not discuss the
amendment further,

But to the point of order. The amendment provides for a
limitation upon the appropriation, and I maintain, Mr, Chair-
man, that it is not subject to a point of order. It does not, it
is true, fix a specific limitation; it does not attempt to; but if
an order is promulgated by an Army officer in violation of mili-
tary regulations or without authority, as this order was, or as
any orders of that character have been promulgated, it does then
limit the appropriation by providing that no part of the fund
shall apply in payment of the salary of the officer responsible
for it. And I hope that the Chair will hold that the amendment
ig in order.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order, and ask
the Chairman to rule.

The CHAIRMAN., Will the gentleman from Alabama state
the ground on which he thinks this amendment is not in order?
Mr, DENT. I think it is new legislation and not germane.

Mr, MILLER of Minnesota. If the gentleman will permit, if
that is all he intends to say, including the argument of the
gentleman from Kentucky, this is not a limitation on the ap-
propriation. This is prescribing a penalty for the commission
of an act, and that is general legislation, just as though he put
a penal code in here. This does not say the appropriation shall
be limited in any manner whatsoever. It simply says if a man
performs an act which in his judgment he thinks he should not
perform, he shall not receive any pay. It is creating an offense
and prescribing the punishment therefor.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand what
offense is created by this amendment, or what punishment is
fixed. A limitation, as has been often stated, deals negatively
with the application of money which the House may, or may not,
appropriate at’its pleasure. It matters not how meritorious the
subject matter may be, the House can decline to appropriate
for the same. It can put a negative restriction upon the use of
the money which is appropriated. We can not prescribe that
money shall be used in some particular fashion, but we can
provide how it may not be used. A few days ago an amendment
was under consideration in the Committee of the Whole which
on appeal was held to be a limitation. This amendment was as
follows:

Provided, That no part of the agpraprhtinn herein shall be used un-
less all former ex-employees who have been drafted or enlisted in the
military service of the United States in the war with Germany shall be
relnsmfed on application to their former positions, provided {hey have
received an honorable discharge. ;

A point of order fo this amendment was fully argued, and on
appeal it was decided as stated above that the amendment was
a limitation, although apparently it was more aflirmative than
negative in its character.

The amendment under consideration deals entirely with
money. One of the most interesting illustrations of a limitation,
pure and simple, is found in the canteen case. The language
used in that amendment was as follows:

No part of this appropriation shall be agportioned to any National
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers which contains a canteen where
intoxicating liquors are sold.

The amendment did not undertake to say that the trustees
should abolish the canteen before they secured the benefit of the
appropriation. The amendment did not require the trustees to
do anything affirmatively, but simply contented itself with say-
ing that in those homes where the canteen was found, the appro-
priation should not be expended.

What are the provisions of this amendment? It does not
impose any duty upon the officers referred to. It merely declares
that when an officer has done any one of the things mentioned,
no part of the money appropriated. shall be paid to that officer.
It may or may not be a wise act on the part of the committee
to agree to this amendment, but the Chair is not concerned with
that phase of the situation. This amendment is simply a nega-
tive inhibition upon the use of the money appropriated. It pro-
vides that it shall not be applied under certain indicated condi-
tions.

It does not deal with anything but money. If it is not a pure
limitation, the Chair is unable to apprehend what a limitation
is. Certainly if this amendment does not come within the can-
teen case, not to speak of the case that was decided a few days
ago, the Chair would be at a loss to prepare a limitation that
would be in order. In the judgment of the Chair this is a limi-
tation, conforming to the requirements of the precedents, and
the point of order is overruled.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ba
heard in opposition to the amendment.
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Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, if the point of order is over-
ruled, I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five minufes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for five minutes on the merits of the
amendment. Is there objection?

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Reserving the right to object,
Mr. Chairman——

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr, Chairman, I did not un-
derstand the Chair to rule on the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overruled the point of order
and held the amendment to be a limitation.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that all
debate on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ken-
tucky and all amendments thereto be coneluded in 15 minutes,

Mr, MILLER of Minnesota. I wanted five minutes.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. DExT]
asks unanimous.consent that debate on this amendment and all
amendments thereto shall terminate at the expiration of 15
minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

. The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will ask the gentleman from
Alabama in this connection how the time is to be apportioned.

Mr, BAER. I would like to have a couple of minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, How is that 15 minutes to be apportioned?

Mr. DENT, I will ask the Chair to distribute it.

Mr. WALSH. Reserving the right to objeet, Mr. Chairman,
does that include the five minutes which the gentleman from
Kentucky is to ocenpy ?

The CHAIRMAN. It includes it.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
‘the amendment be again reported.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. We can not have two requests
for unanimous consent pending at the same time, can we?

The CHAIRMAN. Not if objection is made. The Chair
thought the reading of the amendment would facilitate the
agreement as to time, but the Chair will submit the first request.
Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Alabama?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Fierps] will be read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, FieLps : Page 22, at the end of line 11,

nsert :
“Provided, That no part of the funds herein appropriated shall be
l plied in pa ment of the salary of any officer of the Army of the United
stes who 8 n promulgnte or cause to be promulgated any order pro-
intercourse between officers and enlisted men of the
Un!ted States A while not on mili duty, or that will in any
way establish or atfempt to establish social or class distinction between

officers and men or officers of different ranks while not on mili-
tary dut

between
nf Provided, That this limitation shall not apply to officers
w;ose only connection herewith is in obedience to an order of a superior
officer.”

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. FIELDS. Please make it very brief. I have only five
minutes.

Mr. BARKLEY. I should like to ask my colleague if he is
acquainted with any other order of this sort excepting that
issued by the general at Camp MacArthur?

Mr. FIELDS. Yes; I heard of a case last summer over at
Boston, where a private had come home on a furlough, and a
dance was given in honor to him by his friends. An officer
happened to be present, and the officer soon called him to one
side and said, “Do you know who I am?” He said, * Yes.”
“\Well,” said the officer, “ you evidently know what to do.”
‘And he said yes. He spoke to the young lady that he was
with—and, by the way, to whom he was engaged—and told her
he would have to absent himself from the hall because this
officer was there, and he could not remain. He was getting
ready to leave the floor when some one asked, * What is the
trouble?” He told what the trouble was. Fortunately, one
of the gentlemen in charge went to this officer and said, “Are
you here by invitation?"” * Yes, sir,” replied the officer. “ Well,
your invitation is revoked,” said the gentleman; and that is
the spirit of the American people. [Applause.]

_Mr. BARKLEY. The gentleman has not answered my ques-
tion as to whether any other order of this kind was ever
promulgated?

Mr. FIELDS. Oh, yes; this same question eaused the Senate
to pass a resolution in the second session of this Congress
inquiring of the Secretary of War whether Army regulations
authorized the promulgation of such an order. I have not the
time to read the reply of the Secretary of War; but I will

say to my colleagne that there is nothing in the regulations

that authorizes an order of the character to which I have
referred, and men who promulgate orders of that kind do it

without authority from the War Department. They do it with-
out any authority except their own authority.

Now, gentlemen of the Committee, this proposition is before
you. You have got to vote on it. Every home in this country
will indorse this amendment, Every home in this country, un-
lesg it is the home of a commissioned officer, will condemn the
order that was issued at Fort MacArthur, Tex. This amendment
inflicts no penalty on Army officers. It only says to every Army
officer, “ The private, while not on duty, is as good as you so
long as he behaves as well as you behave.” It only says to the
officer, ** The private, iike you, is an American citizen.” It enly
says to the officer, “ The private, like you, is a ecitizen of a
democratic Government, and there shall be no class distinetion
Hetween you, by executive order, while you are not on military

uty.”

Now, some gentlemen will attempt to argue the peint, I have
no doubt, that this will interfere with discipline. I am told that
in France—and can we criticize her army?—the mest cordial
relations exist between the officers and men while not on duty,
although discipline is enforced while they are on duty.

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FIELDS. Yes.

Mr. McKENZIE. I desire to ask my colleague what he pro-
poses to do? Does he propose to keep the officer in the Army,
even after we have decided not to pay him, under this propesi-
tion? i

Mr. FIELDS. That will be taken care of. He will be out of
the Army if he does not get his pay, just as you and I would
be out of Congress if we did not get ours, [Laughter.] I will
say to my colleague that he need not worry about that. If the
amendment is written into the bill, the officers will all receive
their pay, but there will be no further orders of this character.
The privates and officers will get together at the chureh; they
will get together at the theater; they will get together at politlal
conventions if they desire to do so; and will find that the world
will continue to move on.

Mr. SWITZER. Will the gentleman inform me who will en-
force this against the officers?

Mr. FIELDS. Does the gentleman suppose that the Comp-
troller of the Treasury would pay contrary to this provision?

Mr. SWITZER. I do not know.

Mr, FIELDS. That will be cared for, I will say to the gen-
tleman from Ohio. If this amendment is written into this hill,
we will not have any more orders of this character issued by
Army officers, I hope that the amendment will be adopted.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

The Chair understands that the time is to be divided among
three gentlemen, and the Chair will recognize the gentleman
from Vermont for three minutes.

Mr.s GREENE of Vermont. Mr, Chairman, the amendment
proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. FIerps] in-
vites a discussion of the whole social code. From the begin-
ning in the Garden of Eden to the present time that code has
been in process of development by the experience of mankind,
and yet no one has given to the world a satisfactory definition
of the word “gentleman.” When you have undertaken to
write into the law that you will withhold a man’s pay if away
from professional duties he undertakes to make elass distine-
tions which another man can charge against him, you have
opened up an opportunity for blackmail that will knock the
oppressions of former days under the so-ealled Mann law sky
high. [Laughter.] Any private soldier or enlisted man who
thinks he has a grievance against an officer—for, mind you,
you have not limited this to written orders—in the exercise of
aunthority——

" Mr. FIELDS. This does not apply to military authority.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. If the officer has sought to draw
a distinetion in social life between a man and another soldier,
a complaint can be lodged formally against the offiecr, and
until it is settled through some court or tribunal he does not
get his pay. You can see in thig the handy club for blackmail.
Then you come back to the old fundamental question that the
world, through ages of experience, has never settled—what
does constitute class distinction and what does constitute the
conduct of a gentleman in social life? You are leaving it for
an amendment to an appropriation bill for the first time in
the history of civilization to determine that world-wide. age-
old question. It is perfectly ridiculous and outrageous and the
effect it will have upon the aggrieved, insolent, and defiant sol-
dier will be to put a club in his hand that will make no end of
mischief. It is going back to the same principle as is that
which happened in the Russian Army as soon as they had a
little liberty. The first proposition was to say that no man
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thereafter should salute an officer. [Applause.] That is what
you propose to do now.

Mr., MILLER of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, should this be
written into law in my judgment you might as well disband
your Army. Every effort that has ever been made to regulate
social affairs and groups of individuals has usually resulted in
failure. But as one T have observed the Army—both men and
officers—to some degree, and I think it is true and safe to say
that the social station in our Army is magnificent and splendid.
Now, the gentleman has cited two instances that are abhorent,
and upon them he seeks to base an argument.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I can not yield, though I would
if T had the time. Nobody indorsed the conduet of those officers.
The Army itself did not indorse it. The Army itself immediately
rectified the error, and what more do you want to ask? Let the
officers of the Army who are gentlemen regulate the conduct of
their fellow officers as they will and as they have done. I have
seen privates many times at social functions and in social gather-
ings where officers were present, and I have had them say to
me—and they would talk to me because I was not an officer—
“ 1 wish to hell I was out of here; I want to go where I can have
a good time with my own crowd!"” They were there—properly
there—but those things regulate themselves. Let us not monkey
with it here on an appropriation bill. The gentleman from Ver-
mont [Mr. Greeng] pointed out the real vice in this amendment.
It will destroy the organization and the discipline of the Army
instantly, for it is an invitation to every man who either has or
has not a grouch or who thinks he has to file a complaint; and
what officer for a moment will know whether he is going to draw
his next month's pay or not? Listen to the language and see
how exceedingly difficult it is to understand, and ask yourself
what you would do if you were called upon to construe it: “or
that will in any way establish, or attempt to establish, social or
class distinetion between officers and men, or between officers
of different rank.”

Class distinction between officers and men! The fact that
one man is an officer and the other is a private makes a class
distinetion, but one that does not and should not interfere in
the least with their proper relations one with the other. If
the officer performs the function he is appointed to perform
and which he is commended for in the law, he would have to
violate the very terms of this amendment which we seek to put
into the law.

“ Or between officers of different rank.”

1 suppose if Gen. Pershing, or Gen. Liggett, or Gen. March
were to meet a second lientenant, he must sit down with them,
for it would not be proper for the second lieutenant to remain
standing while the general is seated, and they would have to
bob and bow and it would be another case of “ After you
Gaston. No, you first, Alphonse.” [Laughter,]

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to differ
with my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. Fierps], but I do not think his amendment ought
to have any place on an Army appropriation bill. I do not
think the bill should be handicapped with legislative provisions
of this kind. Without going into the merits of the proposition,
we all know as a matter of fact there has been a distinction in
caste between officers and enlisted men, but I am sure that the
House at this time, with all of the trouble that we have trying
to write legislation in this bill, is not willing to state what an
officer shall do as to the particular caste between his grade and
rank and what he shall do as to the particular caste between
him and the enlisted man. It seems to me that this has no
place on the bill. That is the way it strikes me, and I hope it
will be defeated. i

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Kentucky.

The question . was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. Fierps) there were—ayes 17, noes 39.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment,
which is at the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2. at the end of line 11, insert:
Provided, That no part of the funds herein ap%v opriated shall be

lied t ment of the salar of W.. oolworth, r,
?1‘: anetry oﬂihitetfa gt&?gs Army, lg E. Lambert, major, Admt
General's department, United tntes Army."”

Mr. FIELDS. Mr, Chairman, these are the gentlemen who
issued the order that has been so much discussed upon the floor
of the House. I do not approve of the order that was issued. If
a gentleman in my employ issued an order of that sort, I would
discharge him, and I believe that the people of the United States,
if it were up to their individual will, would do the same thing.

Mr, MILLER of Minnesota.
man yield?

Mr. FIELDS. No; the gentleman declined to yield to me.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I had only 8 minutes, and the
gentleman had 10.

Mr. FIELDS. Therefore, representing the people and my own
feeling, I am anxious to fire these gentlemen who issued this
order, not by virtue of any higher authority, but upon their
own volition. The order, it is true, was revoked by Gen. Buck
two days later, but that does not excuse the gentlemen who
issued it; that does not relieve the humiliation of the men who
were discriminated against in social affairs because of the
order. I would, therefore, discharge these men from the Army
by refusing to pay their salaries, and that is the purpose of the
amendment, and that is all I have to say.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. Will the gentleman yield to me for a
moment ?

Mr. FIELDS. Yes; I will yield.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Could not my friend include also the
names of those officers who have been refusing to use any state-
ments with reference to conditions which were presented in
support of discharges, if he does not think that would be a
good thing? If he would, I would be glad.

Mr. FIELDS. T thank the gentleman from Iowa, and I want
to say this to the committee: That I think it is time for this
House to quit making charges at random. I think we should
lay the blame where it belongs. We should lay the responsi-
bility where it belongs. A few men should not be permitted to
bring the Army of the United States info disrepute, and when
they, without authority, commit some act that causes the people
of the country to look upon the Army of the United States as a
band of crooks, why men responsible should be dealt with in-
dividually, and that is what I am trying to do by this amend-

Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-

ment. A majority of this committee have said by their votes on
my former amendment that they approve of caste in the
Army—

SEvERAL Meyeens. Oh, no!

Mr. FIELDS., And if I can get recognition to offer a motion

to recommit, I will give you a chance to go on record on it, be-
cause it is my intention to make a1 motion to recommit, with in-
structions that this amendment be incorporated, and that will
give the Members a chance to record their votes and their senti-
ments before the people upon this question of social distinction
which the people condemn and which you condemn in private.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BAER. Mr. Chairman, I favored the first amendment be-
cause 1 believed there is some social distinction, but I do not
favor this amendment because I do not believe we should single
out isolated cases and legislate to cover those particular cases.
The condition is more general, and it is unwise to pick out two
men in the Army and chastise them. It would be worse than
court-martialing.

Mr. FIELDS. You would convict a whole community——

Mr., BAER. I can not yield. I favored the gentleman's first
amendment because I believe the good old document stated that
all men are created free and equal, but I do not believe in
singling out two men in the Army and passing legislation only
to cover them.

Mr. BARKLEY. Especially when their action pertu.ins to a
pink tea and when thele is some substantial complaint to be
dealt with——

Mr. BAER. I agree with the gentleman. I want to recite
an instance that occurred recently at Camp Humphreys, where
I spoke at Liberty Hut, and the first 10 rows of seats were
reserved for the officers. The men could not sit with the officers,
and the boys boycotted the theater the night after it was opened.
I think that kind of a thing encourages junkerism and holshe-
vism, the very things that we are trying to destroy in th{s
counftry

I belie\*e that this diserimination should be eliminated in our
Army as far as practicable, and I believe if the gentleman will
bring in the right kind of legislation into this House it will
pass. We want to do away with Prussianism in our Army.

Mr. SHERWOOD. They ought to cashier some of these
officers and make an example of them. !

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that debate on this amend-
ment and all amendments thereto close in 11 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent that all debate on this amendment and amend-
ments thereto shall close in 11 minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Reserving the right to object,
Mr. Chairman, I want to inquire whether those who are to
have these 11 minutes are to be for or against the amend-
ment or whether the time is to be equally divided?

Mr. RUCKER. Both.
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Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. If it is to be equally divided, it
Is all right. . {

Mr. DIES. I will give the gentleman my views when I get
my five minutes.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I think it is only fair to inquire.

Mr. DIES, There will not be any doubt as to what my views

are.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I think it would be only
fair—

Mr. DIES.
my speech.
_ Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I have not any desire to do
that. I expect to listen to it with the utmost delight, and I
sum willing that the gentleman should have 10 minutes, if he
desires it, but I am not willing to have the debafe all on one
side of the question and then have the debate close. I think
the gentleman will appreciate the justice and fairness of that.
I do not want any time. I am not going to make a speech.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Texas [Mr, Diks]
is recognized for five minutes.
i Mr, DIES. Mr. Chairman, I am very much surprised that
gentlemen should complain that there is class distinction in the
Army, as if any intelligent man ever lived in the world who
did not know that the spirit of democracy and equality and
fraternity never couldlive in a military atmosphere. [Applause.]
I am not surprised that the nephew of the Member of Congress
vas not allowed to sip cocon with his uncle in the presence of
2 military officer, because that spirit is the history of the world
from the very dawn of time. I do not care who wrote upon
it in the days that are dead and gone, they have said that this
spirit, that love of the spirit of democracy, the eternal equality
and fraternity of mankind, could never live and has never lived
in the military atmosphere, in the spirit of military caste.

But that is not the thing, the big thing. in this bill. You
have a bill here, and there is not a man in Congress, in either
branch of it, that can read and understand what it means. The
big thing before the American people to-day, and every man
_awho speaks should measure his words in the full responsibility
of this tremendous hour, the big thing is that you have 750,000
men under arms in peaceful United States three months after
the war is over, and you can not get the boys back to the farm
to till the untilled acres that lie fallow in this country. Another
big thing is that you have got 2,000,000 men under arms in
France three months after the Germans have abjectly sur-
rendered their arms, laid down their weapons. You have got
2,000,000 American soldiers in France and you can not get them

I do not propose to have the gentleman censor

back home.
Mr. BLACK. Will my colleague yield for a guestion?
Mr. DIES. I have only five minutes.

Mr. Chairman, I measure my words when I say that I

believe that the President of the United States is about to make
an agreement with France and Great Britain to the effect that
400,000 American soldiers shall be left in France as a police
against possible invasion by some other power. The Associated
Press some days ago carried the statement that the agreement
hiad been made that France was to keep 800,000 men, Great
Britain 200,000 men, and the United States 400,000 men.
1 If I live, Mr. Chairman, I shall vote against this bill, unless
amended so as to eut out this standing Army of 500,000 men.
In the first place, the chairman of the committee and every
member of the committee knows not what it means. But to
me it means not the entering wedge but the consummation of
a great standing Army of 500,000 men in this Republic. In
1913, 1914, 1915, and 1916 the General Staff of the Army
recommended a standing Army of 500,000 men. Just a few
weeks ago they went before this committee and demanded n
standing Army of 500,000 men, and they wrote this camouflaged
language which still gives them 500,000 men.

Mr. Chairman, the word “ armistice ” means a truee, but the
President of the United States and Marshal Foch and every
military critic in the world has said that the surrender on the
11th day of November was an unconditional surrender of the
German armies. And to all intents and purposes, both in
truth and in fact, this war is over. And if you have got to
leave 400,000 American soldiers in France to-day, in the con-
dition that Germany is in, you will have to leave more than that
number next year and a still greater proportion in the year
following. Do you know, Mr. Chairman, if T live I am going to
vote against this bill?

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit me
to ask him a question?

Mr. DIES. Yes.

Mr. DENT. Did the gentleman vote for the conseript law?

LYII—216

Mr. DIES. 1 voted for the conscript law, and I voted to place
the American Flag in defiance of the German Empire. But when .
the German Empire strikes her flag and lays down her arms
in unconditional surrender, I am not willing to foist upon the
American people a great Military Establishment in time of peace. |
[Applause.] :

Instead of members of this committee quibbling over the fact
that some Army officer thinks himself better than some private,
they had better go and take the bill brought to the Committee
on Military Affairs and strike from it the standing Army of
500,000 men. They neglect to state that we have 750,000 soldiers
in the United States in the Army who can not get out. Let me
tell you something : The American people are zoing to have some- .
thing to say about this. You have in the Army to-day nearly
3,000,000 men. Out in my neighborhood the farms lie fallow, and
the farmers demand that their boys shall be permitted to come
home to make a living for their fathers and their mothers. The
American people have the right to say a word, and if Army -
officers dominate the Committee on Military Affairs, then this
Congress should take charge of this bill and demand that this
thing should stop. [Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has
expired.

Mr, RUCKER. Mr., Chairman, it is rather refreshing to
sit here and hear all the delightful things that have been told us
in the last few minutes with reference to subordinate officers
of the Army. One Member tells that after having taken a com-
missioned officer out for a drive, he took him to a leading hotel
in this city and invited him fto take a cup or glass of some-
thing with himself and his nephew, and tbe officer became
indignant and refused to sit at the table with his nephew,
and then that Member of Congress closed his speech without
assuring us that he had the nerve to tell that soldier to go
to hades in plain old-fashioned language. [Laughter.] Another
gentleman tells us that at some time, at some place, commis-
sioned officers held that private soldiers could not go to the
theater that night, “ because we commissioned officers are going.”

I do not know whether all we have heard is true or not true,
but I do know this—at least I think I know it—that some
subordinate military officers in this Nation to-day, after only
about 18 months of war, have become arrogant, dictatorial, big-
headed, and so puffed up that if something is not done they are
zoing to swell up and bust—and I wish they wounld! [Laughter
and applause.]

I think the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Fierps] ought
to include in his amendment a provision or a proposition for-
bidding subordinate officers who receive pay from the Federal
Treasury, in bold defiance of orders issued by the War De-
partment, to arbitrarily refuse to perform the duties devolving
npon them. T think that all these little misfits who wear straps
on their shoulders ought to be reprimanded and disciplined un-
til they cease the ungentlemanly and contemptible practice of
tearing up letters that Members of Congress write to them in
behalf of their constituents.

I have been told that they do that. I have a letter received
to-day from a patriotic citizen, a prominent physician in my dis-
triet, inclosing a letter from his son now in a military camp
in the United States, in which the soldier asked his father—the
father sent me the letter—to request me, his Representative in
Congress, to go in person to the War Department in Washington
and appeal to some one in authority in his behalf In an effort
to secure his discharge from camp, where, as he says, he is doing
absolutely nothing, and allow him {o return to his farm. * But,”
he says, “tell Mr. Rucker for the Lord’s sake not to write a
letter to any officer at this camp, because if he does it will
make the officers here sore at me.” Lord, if I had my way I
would tie each and every officer of that kind to the business
end of a Missouri mule and make the mule kick him into king-
dom come. [Laughter and applause.]

1 know another case of a soldier boy who, when he enlisted in
the Army, left his father's farm consisting of 600 or 800 acres of
good productive land, a farm which the boy, prior to enlistment,
had managed and operated for his father, because the father
was not physically able to manage the farm himself; he was
the only son in the family and was badly needed at home.

For months he has been down at Camp MacArthur, Tex., doing
nothing most of the while but killing time. With the approach
of spring this young man became anxious to return to his home
on that beautiful Missouri farm and to again follow the plow
and raise corn and wheat and cattle to help feed the world.
Orders were issued requiring applications for discharge to be
accompanied by affidayits showing applicant's connection with
agriculture and the necessity for his return to his home. This
soldier obtained affidavits from respectable and honorable men,
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including members of the loeal draft board, proving that his
father owns G00 or 800 acres of land ; that he, the father, could
not do the farm work required ; and that he, the son, is the only
young man on the farm, and that reliable hired help could not
be obtained. He submitted his application and affidavits to
one of these little puffed-up oflicers, and he had the drrogance,
impudence, and insolence to reply, “ Oh, if your father has got
600 or 800 acres of land, let him sell his land and retire. He
does not need you to run the farm.” There has been some dis-
cussion here of universal military training; but I have got
enough of it. We want no large standing Army; we want no
compulsory universal military training; we have whipped the
Germans ; the war is over, and the people now want their boys
sent home and the great efforts of President Wilson fo secure
an enduring peace to become an accomplished faet. [Applause.]

The . The time of the gentleman has expired.

My, DENT. Mr. Chairman, there may be a great many iso-
lated instances in which some Army officers have not acted in
exaet accord with the way that we would want them to act; but
to try any particular officers in a debate on an appropriation
bill without any hearing and without any opportunity for
them to be heard, it seems to me would be an outrage. I ask
for a vote on the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is en the amendment of the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Fierns].

The amendment was rejected. -

The Clerk read as follows:

Purchase of subsistence supplies: For issue as rations to troops, in-
cluding enlisted men of the Regular Army Reserve and retired enlisted
men w%len ordered to active duty, clvil employees when entitled thereto,
hospital matrons, nurses, applicants for e ment while held under
observation, general prisoners of war (including Indians held by the
Army as prisoners, but for whose subsistence appropriation is not other-
wise made), Indians employed with the Army as guides and scouts, and
general prisoners at posts; for the subsistence of the masters, officers,
crews, and emplo{::s of the vessels of the Army transport service; hot
cofles for troops when supplied with cooked or travel mtl'ona;
meals for recruiting parties and apgllmnts for enlistment while under
observation; for sales to officers, including members of the Officers’
TReserve Corps while on active duty, and enlisted men of the Army:
Provided, That the sum of $12,000 is authorized to be expended for sup-
plying meals or furnishing commutation of rations to enlisted men of
the lar Army and the National Guard who may be competitors in
the national rifie mateh : Provided further, That no competitor shall be
entitled to commutation of rations in excess of §1.50 per day, and when
meals are furnished no greater expense than that sum per man per day
for the B?iod the centest is in progress shall be incurred. For pay-
ments : commutation of rations to the cadets of the United States
Military Academy in len of the rtﬁnl:tr established ration, at the rate of
68 cents per ration; of the regulation allowances of commutition in lieu
of rations to enlisted men on furlough, enlisted men amd male and
female nurses when stationed at places where rations in kind can net be
economieally issued, Including sted men of the Regular Army Reserve
and retired enllsted men when ordered to active duty, and when travel-
ing on detached duty where it is impracticable te carry rations of any
kind, enllsted men seleeted to contest for places or ngrhes in departments
and Army rifle competitions while travel to amd from places of con-
test, male and female nurses on leave of absence, applicants for enlist-
ment, and general prisoners while traveling under orders. For }myment
of the tion allownnees of commutation in lieu of rations for mem-
bers of the Nurse C’or?s ’(fcma.le) while on duty in hospital, and for
enlisted men, applicants for enlistment while held under observation,
civilian emPloyens who are entitled to subsistence at public expense, and
general prisoners sick therein, te be paid fo the surgeon in charge;
ndverﬂs&rz' for providing prizes to be established by the Secretary of
War for enlisted men of the Army who fnduate from the Army schools
for bakers and cooks, the total amount of such prizes at the various
schools not to exceed $900 per annum ; for oiher necessary ses ineci-
dent to the purchase, te , care, preservation, issue, sale, and ae-
counting for subsistence supplies for the Army, $120,000,000.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, T desire fo make a point of |

order on the word **advertising,” in line 7 on page 24
js not authorized by existing law.

Mr. DENT. I concede the point of order.

Mr. WINGO. I would not object to n reasonable sum for
advertising, but under that particular section he might spend
$120,000,000 for advertising.

Mr. DENT. 1 agree that the point of order ought to be sus-
tained.

The CHAIRRMAN.,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
pmendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers
nn amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Moore of. Pennsylvania : Page 24, line 14,
after the figures “ § 000,” add the following: * Provided, That

the purchase of subsistence so shall not be made except after ad-
wrtrmt in nccerdance with existing law.” .

That

The point of order is sustained,
Mr. Chairman, I offer an

Mr. DENT. I will accept that amendment.

Mr. BLACK. I move to strike out the last word. I eall the
attention of the Chair to the fact that he has stricken out the
word “advertising” in the bill, and I should like to know
where there would be any money to pay for the advertising?

Mr. WINGO.
the subsistence of the Army.

Mr. Chairman, this item is for $120,000,000 for
I will not undertake to reduce it,

because I have not the slightest idea whether it is the proper
amount. I trust members of the committee will listen to me in
what I say now. I listened to the general debate and the ques-
tions that were answered by the members of the committee, and
on reading the hearings as best I could I find that this item of
$120,000,000 is nothing but an estimate, which was made up un-
der this kind of instructions, that the chief of the finance depart-
ment of the Army called upon the different departments to make
estimates of the amount that would be required for an Army of
500,000 men for one year. That is the statement of the com-
mittee. That is the statement, as I understand it, that was
read from the hearings, the statement of the officer who is re-
sponsible for these estimates. Is there any man in this House
who knows whether or not they need all this $120,000,0007 I
have had it stated to me upon reputable anthority that they have
got enough baked beans already in warehouses to last the city
of Boston for 24 hours and to last the rest of the country for
10 years. [Laughter.] Why should we make appropriations for
| that? They have supplies of different kinds piled up in ware-
houses all over this country. If they are going to demobilize
the Army and cut it down to a 500,000 basis during this year,
what are they going to do with these millions of supplies that
they have got piled up? Are they going to sell them and throw
them upon the market?

But no one with any sense of responsibility wants to move to
cut down the item because we do not know. We want the boys
fed. There are 500,000 men, or half a million.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I will say to the gentleman that
he is right about the surplus supplies, exeept the items of sub-
sistence, and I am glad he is not going to move to reduee ik,
The head of the finance department said that there will be no
stock on hand by the beginning of the next fiscal year,

Mr. WINGO. Have they no coffee on hand?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. They have now, but at the bhegin-
ning of the next fiscal year it will be consumed.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, WINGO. Yes. :

Mr. MOORE of Peunsylvania. May not that be due to tha
fact glmt the Army is dispesing of supplies now—getting rid of
them?

Mr. WINGO. We know it is a thankless task—we are not
blind to the reputable statements that come every day about
the waste of supplies in the United States Army, and the sales
that are going on.

Mr. TILSON. WIill the gentleman yield?

Mr. WINGO. Yes.

Mr, TILSON. We inquired about that. In faet, the baked
beans was a matter of ingquiry. We were told in committee
that the extraordinary supplies they have on hand are going to
be put on rations—that is, they are going to be used up—and
it is some time now to the 1st of July. The best information
we could get was that a great many of these things would be
used up, so that the amount we have here asked for would be
necessary for an Army of that size,

Mr. WINGO. I hope that is true. I do not want the Army
to live on * advertising,” which item was in this supply section.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

The amendment was agreed to,

The Clerk read as follows:

REGULAR SUITLIES.

Regular sapplies of the Quartermaster Curz»s. including their care
il ion ; construction nnd repair of military reservat fenees ;
heating apparatns required for the use of the Army for
heating offices, hospitais, barracks and qnarters, and recrulting sintions,
and United States disciplinary barracks; also ranges, stoves, coffec
roasters, and appliances for cooking and serving food at posts in the
field and when traveling, and repair and maintenance of such heatin
and cooking appliances; and the neecssary power for the eperation o
moving-picture machines ; authorized issues of candles and matches ;
for furnishing heat and light for the anihorized allowance of quarters
for offices. including members of the Officers’ Reserve Corps when
ordered to active duty, and enlisted men, warrant officers, amd field
clerks, including enlisted men of the Regular Army Reserve and re-
tired enlisted men when ordered to active duty ; contract surgeons when
stationed at and mur;‘uiymg publie quarters at military posts ; for officers
of the National Guard attending service and garrison schools, and for
recruits, guards, hospitals, storehouses, offices, the buildings ereeted at
Brhrnte cost, in the operation of the act approved May 31, 1902, and
ulldings for similar pnripoe(-s on military reservations anthorized by
War Department regulations:; for sale to officers, and inelnding also
fuel and engine supplies required in the operation of modern batteries
at established Poats; for post bakeries, includi bake ovens aml
apparatus pertaining thereto ard the repair the ; for ice machines
and their maintenance where required for the health and comfort eof
the troops and for cold storage: ice for issue to organizations ef en-
listesdd men aoil o at such places as the Secretary of War may
determine, and for prescrvation of stores; for the construction, opera-
tion, and maintenance of laundries at military posts in the United
Bmttn‘;'s!a and its island possessions: for the authorized issues of lanndry

an
stoves amsl

ma Is for use of general ners ned at mu.lmﬁ Posts without
pay or allowances, aud for applicants for enlistment while held under
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observation ; authorized issues of soap: toilet paper and towels: for
the necessary furniture, textbooks, paper, and equipment for the post
schools and libraries, and schools for noncommissionel officers; for
the purchase and issne of instruments, office furniture, stationery,
and other authorized articles for the use of officers’ schools at the
several military posts; for purchase of relief maps for issue to organi-
‘zations, commercial newspapers, market reports, ete.:; for the table-
.ware and mess furniture for kitchens and mess halls, each and all
Jor the enlisted men, including recruits; for forage, salt, and vinegar
for the horses, mules, oxen, and other draft and riding animals of
the Quartermaster Corps at the several posts and stations and with
the armies in the field, and for tho horses of the several regiments of
Cavalry and batteries of Artillery, and such companies of Infantry and
Scouts as may be mounted ; for remounts and for the authorized number
of officers’ horses, including bedding for the animals; for seeds and
implements required for the raising of forage at remount depots and
on military reservations in the Hawailan and Philippine Islands, and
for labor and expenses incident thereto, including, when specifically
authorized by the Secretary of War, the cost of irrigation; for straw
for soldlers’ bedding, stationery, typewriters and exchange of same,
including blank books and blank forms for the Army, certificates for
dis¢harged soldiers, and for printing department orders and reports
£100,000,000 ;: Provided, That the funds received from such sales an
in payment for such laundry work shall be used to defray the cost of
operation of said ice, laundry, and electric plants and the sales and
expenditures herein provided for shall be accounted for in accord-
ance with the methods prescribed by law, and any sums remaining
after such cost of maintenance and operation have been defrayed shall
be deposited in the Treasury to the credit of the appropriation from
which the cost of operation of such plant is paid.

t Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make some points of
order on different items in the paragraph. The first item I wish
to direct the attention of the Chair to is * commercial news-
papers.” line 9, page 26. That is not authorized by existing law.
. Mr. DENT. I think the point of order should be sustained.
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crisp). The Chair sustains the point

of order.
Mr. WINGO. The next point of order is on “market re-
ports.”

Mr, DENT. I think the gentleman is going to save a lot of
money by this, and I think the point of order should be sus-
tained.

Mr., ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, while the items are undoubt-
edly subject to a point of order, yet the market report to a pur-
chasing office of the Army is undoubtedly of very great value,
and does not the gentleman think that we ought to allow a man
purchasing hundreds of thousands and millions of dollars’ worth
of supplies to have the market reports?

Mr. WINGO. There is something in what the gentleman says.
But here is the fact. In modern times a purchasing officer
does not have to have any market reports. He can call on the
men to submit bids and copies of the market reports.

Mr, ANTHONY. I disagree with the gentleman. I think he
ought to have independent means of arriving at the proper mar-
et values of the articles that he is going to buy. I think Con-
gress ought to furnish him with every facility of information,

Mr, WINGO. Does not the gentleman think that 90 per cent
of the people can pick up the morning paper and get all the
market reports that are necessary?

Mr. ANTHONY., No. Every commercial house has the bene-
fit of the latest market advice, and I think the Army officers
ought to have the benefit of the market reports.

Mr, WINGO. If they were on the market hour by hour; but
they are not in just the attitude of the commercial houses buy-
ing hour by hour, and they do not need to keep up with the
market to that extent.

i Mr. ANTHONY. While the items are undoubtedly subject to
a point of order, I think it is vitally necessary that we should
give the officer the benefit of these reports.

Mr. WINGO. Here is a blanket item of $100,000,000, includ-
ing everything from toilet paper to electric-light plants. If the
War Department were to come to the committee and say we
want so much for toilet paper, so much for towels, and we want)
g0 much for an electric-light plant, and tell Congress where they
propose to erect if, so that Congress could pass upon it, I should
not object. But they bring in an estimate here for $100,000,000,
which is nothing but a Iump-sum appropriation covering every-
thing from market reports and toilet paper to electrie-light
plants, and it is not a businesslike way of spending the money
that is now very scarce in the United States Treasury. For that
reason I made up my mind that I was going to compel these
officers to make proper estimates when they come to Congress.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point
of order. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, the next point of order is on
the purchase of seed, on page 26, line 19, down to and including
line 21—

For seeds and implements required for the raising of forage at

. remount depots—

And so forth. That is not authorized by existing law.

The CHATRMAN. Does the chairman of the committee desire
to be heard?

Mr. DENT. T can not put my finger on any such provision,
and if the gentleman wants to strike it out, well and good.

Mr. MANN. Well, what goes out?

nglr.q STAFFORD, To what phraseology is the point of order
made?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from
Arkansas to please designate the language to which he has
made the point of order.

Mr. WINGO. Commencing with the words “for seeds,” in
line 19, and going down to and including the word * thereto,” in
line 22, page 26.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

Mr. MANN. That would not make any sense, leaving that in
that way.

Mr. WINGO. That is not the only item in the bill that does
not make sense.

Mr. MANN. The item in the bill as it is makes some sense:
but the way the gentleman leaves it, it does not make sense.

Mr. STAFFORD. The way it is reported by the committee
makes sense.

Mr. WINGO. Then I shall make the poiut of order down to
and including the word *“irrigation,” on line 24. Will that
satisfy the gentleman?

Mr. MANN. That will at least make sense, whether it is
sense or not.

Mr. WINGO. Then let us make something out of it. I think
the word “ irrigation ” should be included.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman
from Alabama concedes the point of order,

Mr. DENT. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order,

Mr. WINGO. Mr, Chairman, on page 27, lines 3 to 11, in-
clusive, T make the point of order against the proviso. It is not
authorized by existing law. It provides practically for a re-
volving fund.

The CHATRMAN.
say? "

AMr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I concede the point of order, i

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. .

Mr. MANN. My, Chairman, I desire to make a point of order
before I lose my rights,

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from
Arkansas reserve the point of order?

Mr. WINGO. Certainly. z

Mr. ANTHONY. Is it the gentleman's idea to blindly strike
out items all through this bill by making points of order where
the items themselves are meritorious?

Mr. WINGO. No.

Mr, DENT. Certainly that is the gentleman's iden.

Mr. WINGO. Let me answer the gentleman. The gentleman
has asked what my motives are. They are to compel a cessa-
tion of the habit of the House blindly voting appropriations
for the War Department without proper classification in the
bill.

Mr. ANTHONY. Let me make this statement to the gentle-
man in regard to the items * for seeds and implements,” which
he seeks to strike out on a point of order.

Mr. WINGO. VYery well

Mr. ANTHONY. That enables the Government at the re-
mount stations at Fort Kehoe, Mont.,, and Front Royal, Va.—I
think it is—to ntilize the Government lands for the raising of
forage for the animals, and it has been shown to the committee
that the Government makes quite a large amount by the rais-
ing of the forage on the Government land and with the Govern-
ment labor at those places. That is the reason for the provi-
sion for seeds and implements, It is a practical business propo-
sition.

Mr. WINGO. Does the gentleman say that is also true in
respect to Hawaii?

Mr. ANTHONY.
Royal.

Mr. WINGO., What about Hawaii?

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not know about those, but I imagine
they are upon the same line.

Mr. WINGO. If the War Department or if the Government
has a remount depot and they can use the stock and the men
they have there for certain limited operations, that will be a
saving, an economy, well and good, but they come in here and
hide this item in a hundred-million-dollar lump-sum appropria-
tion. They should come in here and say that they need $2,5
for this purpose or some other sum, so that we can determine
whether they are asking for an extravagant amount or not.

Mr. TILSON. Has the gentleman seen the estimates? They
are in detail.

What does the gentleman from Alabama

These are at Fort Kehoe and at Front
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Mr. WINGO. Why do you not make a detailed appropriation?

Mr, TILSON. We never have made detailed appropriations in
this bill?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. On this particular item, $100.-
000,000, the amount asked for by the department was $118,000,000
plus. Now, they gave a detailed statement——

Mr. WINGO. How much is that for seed?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. They do not say how much for zeed.

Mr. WIKGO. The estimate does nof show it?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Because that item includes forage.
Tt is to be used to provide forage, and that includes bedding,
seed, and so forth, whieh amounts to over $21,000,000.

Mr, WIKGO. And that $21,000,000 has to do with that?

AMr. SHALLENBERGER. The commitiee went into the mat-
ter, and, as the gentleman from Kansas has suggested to the
gentleman from Arkansas, these particular men having charge
of producing the forage for the War Department made repre-
sentations fo us that they wanfed that item of seed because
they could use that seed and reduce the expense to the Govern-
ment on that account, and we did not think that if they wanted
$100 or $200 for seed that it was neeessary——

Mr. WINGO, But the gentleman from Kansas has suggested
this is to cover operations at two remount establishments for
the purpose of raising forage, and the gentleman here says that
this is a proposition to expend $21,000,000—

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. That is for the forage item.
| Mr. WINGO. Well, he says it refers to the raising of forage,
and this is this item, at certain stations, and another gentleman,
a member of the commiitee, says that it is included in the $21,-
000,000, and the other says it does not include it.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. It is for horses, sceds, and so forth:
The item for seed is in the general ifem for forage, because it is
1o be used to raise forage, and instead of bringing in a separate
item here for a few dollars’ worth of seed it is included in the
jtem for forage, which is the great item.

Mr. WINGO. Maybe the gentleman can determine how much
i3 estimated for seeds and implements required for the raising
of forage at remount depots, and so forth.

Mr, SHALLENBERGER. That particular item is not in

detail in this statement, but it was very small, but the com- |

. mittee was given the information of what these particular seeds
were to be used for, and that was for the raising of forage.
Mr. WINGO. Mr, Chairman, I insist on the point of order;
it gets more confused the more explanation I have.
. The CHAIRMAN. The point of order Is sustained.
| Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, E desive to make a point of order,
on page 25, line 22, to the word “ 4
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the gentleman.
! Afr. MANN. I make a peint of erder, on paye 25, line 22,
to the word * construction.” It is a previsien “for the con-
struction, operation, and maintenance of laundries,” and so
forth.
; Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, T concede the point of order.
Mr. MANN. I think there is no necessity for its staying
in now.
.. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.
{ Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desive to
offer an amendment, but first desire to make a parliamentary
inquiry. Was the peint of order against the provise sustained ?
 The CHAIRMAN. It was.
| Afr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then I shall have to amend
my amendment. ]

Mr. WIKGO. Mr. Chairman, there is another peint of order
which I think will be eonceded, and that is to the words “ and
so forth,” in line 10, page 26.

Mr. MANN. I do not think that is subject to the point of
order.

AMr, WINGO. Tt is eommonly understood to mean kindred
items of a similar nature.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair undersiood the gentleman in
charge of the bill to concede the point of order.

Mr. MANN. If the point of order was eonceded, I have no
objection, but “and se forth” is net confined to eommercial
newspapers and market reports. “And so forth ” covers items
similar to the ones named before, and without that language it
js almest impossible at times to get ceriain things——

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman is a good lawyer, and is it not
the rule of construction that where you name several of these
jtems that that wonld simply include those of a speeific generie
elass, and by putting in “ and so forth ” that would not extend
it any?

Mr. MANN. Why, yes.

Mr. WINGO. Why is it necessary to do it?

Mr. MANN. Because it sometimes occurs—

Mr. WINGO. If the committee want it in there and it will
save time, T withdraw my point of order, but that is something
remarkable in a legislative bill.
bil]:.lr- MANN, Obh, no; it is a very comunon item in a legislative

Mr. WINGO.

Mr. MANN,

It is still a remarkable iten.
If the gentleman had been over the decisions of

| the eomptroller and auditor, e would net think it remarkable.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvanin [Mr.
Moeonr] offers an amendment, whieh the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania: Page 27, line 2,
after the figures “ $100,000,000 " add the following :

“Provided, That purchases of supplies shall not be made
except after advertisement in accordance with existing law."

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I agreed to accept that amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to-the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. I move
to strike out “stoves and ranges” wherever it oceurs in the
paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Agnd&ng:t oﬂe:t;d hwr. 1‘;z'ltrflm:»: Strike l?‘liﬁa the Eoﬂ]ﬁ ;;staws and
ranges " wherever the e : b
24, and ending with :llu.rou mpg.}'?mp AR on Hae Sl

The CHATIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the send-
ment,

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment not he-
canse 1 desire to prohibit the Army from having stoves amb
ranges but because my information is that prior to the signing
of the armistice they had entered into contracts for enough
stoves and ranges to take care of an army of four and one-half
million men. If the armistice had not been signed, this quan-

| tity of stoves and ranges would have been delivered by May 1.

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WINGO. I would like to complete my statement, and then
I will yield. : ;

Mr. McKENZIE. The genfleman does not asswne that be-
canse the word “ stove " is in here that they have to buy stoves?

Mr, WINGO. I am going to get to that. I know the language
is in here, beeause it has always been earried.

As I was saying, if the armistice had net been signed, we

' wounld have had on hand stoves and ranges for an army of
| that size by May 1. T understand they had so many on hand they-
| had to build warehouses in which to house them. I de not think
the Committee on Military Affairs will ehallenge that statement..
| Now, if it is true, why aunthorize these men, this very department
| that has already on hand warehouses full of stoves and ranges,

to go and spend a possible 1imit of $100,000,000 for more steves.

| and ranges? I will tell you why it is put in the bill. I is put

there for two reasons. First, because it has always been there,

| and, second, because the chief of the finance department called

upon each division fo report what they would need for an army
of 500,000 men, and instead of ehecking off the things they al-
ready had in the warehouses, they put the whole estimate in
there.

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WINGO. I yield.

Mr. MCKENZIE. I wish to ask the gentleman if he succeeds
in striking out the word “stoves” in the next paragraph, and
in the next appropriatien bill it is found that it is necessary to
buy seme stoves for the Army, and the language is put in, he
wenld make a point of order against it?

Mr. WINGO. Certainly not; because that does not eut any

Mr. McKENZIE. Why not?

Mr. WINGO. I will not stop to argue that proposition, be-
cause the hour is too late.

AMr. MANN. The motion, as I understand it, has not been re-
ported yetf.

Mr. WINGO. Tt has been reported.

Mr. MANN. It was to strike out the words “stoves aml
ranges " wherever they occur in this paragraph. Did the gentle-
man indieate any place where they do oceur in the paragraph?

Mr. WINGO. The word “stoves ” and the wonrd “ ranges.”

Mr. MANN. I find the word “stoves” in severanl places, but
that was not the motion you reported.

Mr. WINGO. That was my motion, to strike out those par-
ticular words.

Mr. MANN. It was to strike out the words “ stoves and
ranges " wherever they occur, There is no such expression in
that paragraph.
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Mr. WINGO. My motion distinctly was to strike out these
words wherever they appeared. If the gentleman wants to quib-
ble on the grammatieal construetion——

Mr. MANN, The gentleman is quibbling on the construction
of the bill. If he wants to offer an amendment, he ought to
offer one that means something.

Mr. WINGO. When I move to strike out of a $100,000,000
Iump-sum item supplies now in the warehouses, that is not quib-
ble. If the gentleman wants to be sure of it, I will make my
motion more definite and certain.

Mr. DENT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WINGO. All right.

Mr. DENT. I want to ask him eme question. He has been
fighting this bill ever since this afternoon.

Mr. WINGO. I have not. I have been fighting unjustified
itemg in the bill,

Mr. DENT. I want to know what the gentleman's meotive
is, but—

Mr. WINGO. I will answer the gentleman.

Mr. DENT. Wait a minute.

Mr. WINGO. I decline to yield longer.
not inquire into my motives.

Mr. DEXT. The gentleman has not moved to reduce the
amount in any case,

Mr. WINGO. Oh,yes, I have. I will say we have no estimate
here for it. As to my motive, I have stated that several times,
1 believe, if pessible, that we should cut ont unnecessary aunthori-
zations of purchases of supplies that the Army is already glutted
with.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, DENT., Mr, Chairman, I ask for five minutes,

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama is receg-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. DENT. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. WixNco] has
made objection to the language used in the bill, which has been
carried from year to year, and which was earried inm the bill
prior to the declaration of war. Some of the language, perhaps,
ought not to be there, because it is not authorized by law. But
the gentleman from Arkansas does not make a single objection
to the amount of the appropriation. The amount of money that
was authorized by the committee has been recommended by the
War Department. In many cases it is a guess. Now, does the
gentleman from Arkansas want us to proceed along lines where
we shall not have any Army appropriation bill at all during this
session of Congress? I have not had on the other side of the
House any oppesition to this bill, Now, does the gentleman
from Arkansas propose to defeat this bill on this side of the
House, simply because he wants to change the language of the
bill without changing the amount of the appropriations? [Ap-
plause.] That is what the gentleman from Arkansas is up
against. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas will give us some
good reason why he proposes to give us any further fight on this
bill

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman give me a
chance to reply?

Mr. DENT. I have no objection to the gentleman replying.

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, just a word in regard to this
ftem on stoves and ranges,

Here is a good reason why that language has been in the bill
for a long time, and why, in my judgment, it ought to continue
in the bill: In the first place, if that language is not in the

1bill, an officer would not be able under any circumstances to buy

a stove or range, however much he might need it. Therefore,
even during the next year, while we may have such a large
stock on hand, it might be possible that some officer would need
to buy a stove at some isolated place.

In the estimates for “ Regular supplies " that were submitted
to us, covering six pages of fine print, giving the items of every-
thing that it is expected to purchase under these supplies, there
is no mention whatever of stoves or ranges. The gentleman can
ook through the estimates and will find no such estimate, so
that evidently it was not the intention of the department to
buy any stoves or ranges at all during the next year. At the
same time, as the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. DeEsT] has
just suggested, I see no good purpose to be served in striking
out this langnage, which has been carried for many years and
which might become important at any time, As I understand,
the only real reason suggested for striking it out of the bill is
the fear that some Army officer will rush off and spend $100,-
000,000 for stoves and ranges when we already have a supply of
them.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania,
tleman yield?

BMyr, TILSON.

The gentleman can

Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
I will yield to the gentleman,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. This n has been asked
by several Members, Is it possible that the $100,000,000 appro-
priated in this paragraph can be used in whole for any one of the
specified purposes?

Mr, TILSON, Theoretically, yes; praetically, no.

Mr. MOORE of Peunsylvania. Let me ask this question of
the gentleman: Is there mot an element of danger in giving
this blanket authority? Suppose it was possible to spend §100,-
000,000 for ice machines and their maintenance, although nearly,
100 other ftems are provided for here, and we should get into
an ice-machine contract that weuld call for a larger expendi-
ture, until finally $100,000,000 was expended in that way.
‘Would not the Army suffer?

Mr. TILSON. If we are fo assume that Army officers are

- going to behave as crooks and try fo waste the money of the
. Government without attempting to get anything of value for

it, I suppose there is a possibility that for one single year they
might get away with a lot of money.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Suppose, for the purpose of
the argument, we do not concede. that they are crooks. Let us
take the ease of an armor-plate plant, such as was referred to
here the other day during the diseussion of the naval appropria-
tion bill, where it was developed that we had no armor-plate
factory, although the money appropriated for an armor-plate
factory had been expended. That would appear to be a di-
version of funds net in accordance with the appropriation.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. TILSON. If the gentleman will excuse me a moment,
this estimate which is furnished to the ecommittee indicates,
as to each item, what it is expected to buy under that item;
but, in my judgment, it would be unwise for us to write the
details of that estimate into the bill, because it is quite prob-
able that, looking a year and a half ahead, as the officers of
the War Department must de, they would not be able to foresee
just the amount of every item that they might need. They
might overestimate one item and underestimate another; and
if they were compelled to stick to the itemized appropriation
they might have to go short of one thing which they needed
while they might have an abundanee of money for another
thing which they did net need In my judgment, that would be
bad poliey.

The CHAIRMAN.
necticut has expired.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, I just want to

The time of the gentleman from Con-

elaborate a little, for the information of the eommittee, the
point that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Tmsox] has

made. This very matter was discussed with Gen. Lord, who
is the finaneial director of the Army, who has charge of these
funds; and, replying to the questions of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania, the financial director of the Army said that
when Congress makes an appropriation the first thing he does
is to set aside to each one of these funds upen the books of his
department the exact amount of money that has been assigned
for each one of these items in this bill, and he does not permit
that money to be diverted until that particular sum of money
has been spent for the particular thing that it is listed for
upon this statement made to the committee ; so that it is impos-
sible for the thing to oceur which the gentleman suggests might
be done.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania and Mr. GREEN of Iowa rose,

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Ne-
braska yield?

AMr, SHALLENBERGER. I yield first to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania and then I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. As a general proposition the
gentleman does not approve of Iump-sum appropriations,
does he?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. No, I do not, but I think in this
particular case at this partieular time this is the most economi-
cal way to handle this matter in the best interests of the Gov-
ernment, and in response to the criticism of the gentleman from
Arkansas [Mr, Wingo] that no consideration was had as to the
amount on hand in these different items permit me to say, on
the contrary, that the hearings show that we asked that par-
ticular question of the War Department, and the exact amount
on hand under each one of these items is stated, making
a total of $6,837,918.89. There were on hand for office sup-
plies, books, and stationery $2,986,655.46, which we are mnot
appropriating for; for furniture $82,770.80; for towels $468,-
692.80 ; for toilet paper $609,500, showing that the War Depart-
ment did take info consideration and did credit upen appro-
priations the exact amount that they had on hand for each
particular item. We make no appropriation for stoves, to
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which one gentleman called attention, because they had suffi-
cient stoves on hand.

Mr. STAFFORD, This particular service is under the charge
of Gen. Goethals, is it not?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Goethals is the head of it.

Mr. STAFFORD. Gen. Goethals is the director of supplies?

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. He is director of purchases.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I hope the gentleman from Nebraska
will not forget that he promised to yield to me.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I yield to the gentleman from
Jowa.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. In line with the objection made by
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Winco] I want to call the
attention of the gentleman to the fact that this paragraph pro-
vides in several places for the purchase of furniture for differ-
ent posts and post agencies. Now, the Army has certainly got
a great deal more furniture on hand than it knows what to do
with.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Yes.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Notwithstanding that fact I am re-
liably informed that it is continuing to purchase furniture.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. In this statement which I have
here it shows that nothing is asked for under the item of furni-
ture. Although the word * furniture” is carried in the bill,
as it always has been carried, yet in his statement to the com-
mittee, showing what they expect to use the appropriation for,
Gen. Lord presented no item for furniture, but on the contrary
the statement shows that they have $82,770.80 worth of furni-
ture on hand.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Does not my friend see that the pro-
;'sis[ons in the bill are utterly misleading to the House if that

807

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. No; not at all.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Why do you have anything in the bill
for furniture if you do not intend to buy furniture? Why

" should these officers be given authority so that they can purchase
this furniture if they do not need it, when they have got all
that furniture on hand?

Mr, SHALLENBERGER. Can not the gentleman see that
although they have this furniture on hand the occasion might
arise in the next year where some piece of furniture might be
needed which was essential to the Army of the United States?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. There can be no occasion arise at
these posts as specified here.

Mr. DENT. May I make this suggestion? How would the
gentleman write that item in the bill?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. If the gentleman will permit me to
put it in when I have the time, and he arrives at the end of
the bill, I will prepare something of that kind, but I imagine
that he will not be ready to go back. This item could be cov-
ered and ought to be covered by the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Arkansas.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Wingo: Strike out the words * stoves,
ranges " wherever t.hE{ appear in garas‘mph beginning on page 24,
line 15, and ending on line 11, page 27,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out “$100,-
000,000,” on page 27, and insert in lieu thereof “ $50,000,000.”

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Wixgo: Page 27, line 2, strike out
# £100,000,000 " and insert * $50,000,000.”

Mr. WINGO, Mr. Chairman, there was a time when a Mem-
ber of this House had the recognized right to inquire into supply
bills when presented to him and he was asked to vote those sup-
plies. But, Mr. Chairman, how the times have changed. If a
Member of the House has the temerity to inquire into the neces-
sity and to move to sirike out conceded unnecessary items in
the bill, he at once is charged with trying to defeat the bill and
questioning the integrity of the department for which the ap-
propriation is made,

I challenge any gentleman to stand up and eall attention to
any criticism I have made against the War Department since
the war started. Not one word of criticism has fallen from my
lips to-day. The War Department is like every other depart-
ment ; it wants ample funds, and they think it is up to them to
make the highest estimates they can and for Congress to exam-
ine and pare them down, because that has been the custom.

Far be it from me to criticize the War Department, They
have had a wonderful task. Some of their officers have made
asses of themselves, but we should not hold the officers who
have done good work responsible for the acts of some officers
that have not acted properly. They have had a great problem,

But, gentlemen, the war is over and the time has come when,
instead of having a billion dollars appropriated by Congress for
the entire expense of the Government, we will have to appro-
priate two billions for interest charges, and the annual budget
will be $5,000,000,000. It is true that this appropriation lan-
guage has been carried for years, and I stated twice that no
particular eriticism should be made of the committee by reason
of that. The criticism goes to Congress, but we ought to stop
it and now say you shall come in with a classification of the
different items and provide the amount that shall be in each
classification, so that Congress can pass upon each item.

As an illustration, the gentleman from Nebraska, a faithful
and efficient Member of the House, in offering an explanation
of “ seeds and implements for raising forage ” item, read the esti-
mate for “ forage, salt, vinegar,” and so forth. It makes great
confusion. We have a right to inquire, and I think, although
I may submit myself to criticism and lecture, I am going to
insist on knowing where the money is going to. I am going to
ingist on exercising my right to know how these appropriations
that come out of the United States Treasury are to be used. I
have no apology to offer to the gentleman from Alabama for
doing it, and I am willing to compare my record with his. These
are troublous times, and while I do not wish to indulge in eriti-
cism of the War Department, I think they should try to be spe-
cific and point out where these appropriations are to be used.
In the discharge of my duty I would try to pare down in every
possible place without destroying efficiency. The gentleman
says I have not moved to cut down any appropriation. The
gentleman's memory is short. I do not want to make reckless
reductions in any way unless I think the amounts can be cut
down intelligently.

But having investigated as best I could from the hear-
ings and the supplies they have on hand, I think if we give
them $50,000,000 for the peace year of 1920, it will be all
that is necessary for this, especially when we have other items
here including millions more, and I hope the amendment will
be adopted. :

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, I just want to op-
pose the amendment for a moment. I call the attention of the
Hpuse to the fact that of the $100,000,000 asked for in this
item there are 24 items shown by the statement, and one of
them is for $49,000,000 for fuel that is to cook the food for the
Army and warm the men; $11,000,000 is for gasoline for the
motor vehicles, the trucks, and automobiles, and all the opera-
tion of motor-driven vehicles, which are the principal motive
power of the Army; $21,000,000 is for forage to feed the ani-
mals; and $11,000,000 for lighting the Army posts and camps—
$92,000,000 in all contained in these four items. I do not think
the gentleman from Arkansas wants to leave the men with not
enough coal, nor leave the horses with not enough forage, or
to deny them light or gasoline. That is what we will do if the
amendment is agreed to.

Mr. WINGO. That item for gasoline includes the $250 a day
for these officers who run around here in Washington in private
cars.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, It certainly does.
a few thousand dollars of gasoline wasted here.

Mr. TILSON. Let me call the attention of the gentleman
to one item that I think would make two-thirds of the gentle-
man's $50,000,000, and that is $31,000,000 for fuel for trans-

ris.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. How much did the committee find by investi-
gation was necessary for fuel for Government transports?

Mr., SHALLENBERGER. They asked for $31,000,000, and
we allowed them the entire amount they asked, because, as mem-
bers of the committee said, we did not think that we could look
the American people in the face and refuse to appropriate all
of the money they asked for to bring these boys home. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman has read five items that cover
a hundred and thirty million dollars. If it is a sin for me to offer
to reduce it, was it not a sin for the committee to refuse the whole
24 items and cut them down to $100,000,0007

Mr, SHALLENBERGER, We reduced the appropriation by
$18,000,000, and we thought that we were cutting it to the very
bone when we did it. That is the reason I ask the House to
vote down the amendment.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, on page 25,
line 3, by striking out the word * offices " and inserting in lieu
thereof the word “ officers.” :

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

There may be
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The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, Maxy: Page 25, line 8, strike out the word

*offices ” and insert the word * officers.
Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, T accept the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, T reserve the
point of order on the words “office furniture,” in line 6——

Mr. FOSTER. Oh, that is too late. The train has gone long
ago.

Mr. TILBON. We have been debating the paragraph for the
last 15 minutes.

Mr, FOSTER. We have been debating the paragraph on the
merits, and I make the point of order that the gentleman can
not .do that now.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. We have just voted on the

amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois, and I am
sure that I was recognized before the Clerk began to read.

‘The CHATRMAN. Debate has been had on the merits of ‘the
|| furniture at some place or other.

paragraph.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the Chair hold that it is
too late to make the point or order?

The CHAIRMAN, Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, is it too late

te move to strike out the last word? 1 move to strike out the

last word. i

Ar. DENT. I hope the gentleman will wait until we read the
next paragraph.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. After paying my respects to
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster], 1 wish fo ask the

gentleman from Alabama, who is in charge of the bill, whether
we (o not have now in the War Department sufficient office
furniture to earry us along for another year? I ask this ques-
tion, because 1 have been informed that the department is dis-|
posing of office furniture, and complaints have come to me that’
office furniture has been sold at such a price as to interfere with'
the trade. Why we should buy new office furniture under those

circumstances 1 (o mot know. 1 want to say further to the
gentleman from Alabama——

Mr. DENT. I can not answer the question as long as the gen-
tleman talks. :

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. T will be very glad to hear the
gentleman from Alabama in my time,

Alr. DEXT. 1 understand thé gentleman from Neébraska

has already explained that we have put a provision in for the

transfer of «office furniture to the different branches of the

service—how 1uch of that, of course, we do not know. How !

could we know?

Mr. TILSON. There is nothing in the estimates at all?

Mr, DENT. Xot that I know of.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If there is nothing in the esti-
matesg, why put it in the bill'?

Mr, DENT. It might be necessary :and save money ; that is
the reason.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in view of the
admission made by the chairman of the committee, or rather
by the gentleman from Connecticut in his name, I wish to say
if I had known in time that office furniture was not estimated for
by the War Department and that the committee voluntarily
put it in, I would have moved to strike it out. It illustrates just

what the genfleman from Arkansas has been contending, that

while the committee represents to the Committee of the Whale

that it was fully informed upon the estimates of the War De-

partment and knows just where this $100,000,000 is going, it
evidently went quite a litfle more than the War Department
in the matter of office furniture, and the Committee of the Whole
is left in the dark with regard to many of these appropriations.
Now, I am not in favoer of having lump-sum appropriations any
longer. Prior to the war the Army bill carried no more than

this one lump-sum appropriation carries, whereas this bill car-

ries over a billion dollars, all in lump-sumr-appropriations. When
the gentleman brought in his Army bill prior to the war asking
for $100,000,000 to keep the Army going for the year——

Mr. DENT. Oh, noj; the gentleman voted for a $12,000,000,000
bill.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. T said prior to the war.

Mr. DENT. Oh, prior to the war.

we were about to enter upon another era of peace we continue
the war practices by appropriating in lnmp sums as much as

$100,000,000 and leave it to the discretion of the department te |

divert those funds as it gees fit. Of course, the dlepartment will
not do it; it did not do it in the matter of aviation or in the
snatter of armor plate—

MMr. ANTHOXY. Wil the gentleman from TPennsylvauia
yield?

MMr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will. '

AMr. ANTHONY. I usually agree with nearly -everything the
very brilliant and wery able gentleman from Pennsylvania ad-
vances, but in this instanee he is entirely wrong, in my -opinion.
I think it very necessary that that language, “ office furniture,”
remain in the bill, for the reasons fhat have been advanced by

1 gentlemen-on both sides of the aisle. While there may be a sur-

plusage of «office farniture for the Army at large, there may be

| isolated posts at seme places in the world where we will need

office Turniture very badly, and witheut that authorization we
conld mot spend 5 cents for it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. TDoes the gentleman agree with
his colleague from Connecticut [Mr. Tmsox] «on the committee
that the department made ne estimate for office furniture?

Mr, ANTHONY. They anade no item in their analysis of the
estimate for offiee furniture, and yet fhe committee thought
it avise to leave that in the bill as it has been year after vear,
because we know the necessity will call for the purchase of office

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Tt may be better to sell this
furniture in Washington and buy furniture dewn in Arizena,
say. It is:a waste of money and time to sell cheap and buy dear.

Mr. ANTHONY. Let me say further to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania it is undoubtedly the safe way to legislate in
regard to items on these appropriation bills, so far as possible,
but if we carry that idea out on this appropriation bill we
would have a bill that would take us six months to read here.
Now, if the gentleman will analyze some of the infermation that
has been furnished the committee, en which we base this hill,
he will see the necessity for this. T wamnt to point ount two items,
For instance, in this item of regular supplies T ran across $12
worth of dragons’ blood that they want to buy for some reason
or other. We did not deem it wise to set forth that item in the
bill. Another item is banana oil, $5:22 worth. The committee
did not take up space in the bill for that.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman knows we
would not expect items of that kind to be set out im a hundred-
million-dollar lTump-sum item.

Mr. ANTHOXY. If we carry out to a logical conclusion seme
of the remarks made here to-night, e would.

Mr." MOORE of Pennsylvania. Some ltfle things like that
are made as an excuse for weorking out a $100,000,000 lump-
sum appropriation.

The CHATIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read s follows:

TRANSPORTATION OF THE ARMY AND TIPS SUI'PLIES.

For transportation of the Arna; and its supplies, including trans-
portation .of the troops when mo wither by land or water, and of
their baggage, inclod ]g members of the Officers’ Reserve Corps, en-
listed men of the Enlisted Reserve Corps, and retired enlisted men
when ordered to active duty, 1nc]udlr|ff- the cost of packing and crating;
for transportation overseas to the United States of the bodies of officers
and enlisted men who died upon foreign soil in the present war; for
transportation of recruits snd recruit parties; of applicants for
enlistment ‘between recruiting stations recmiting depots; for travel
allowance to officers and enlisted men on discharge: for payment of
travel allowance as provided in section 126 of fthe act a June
3, 1916, to enlisted men of the National ‘Guard on their «Hscharge
from the service of the United Btates, and to members of the National
Guard who have been mustered into the serviee of the United States,
and discharged on account of phlys!eal dizability ; for payment of
travel pay to officers of the National ‘Guard on their discharge from the
service of the Tnited States, as preseribed in the net spproved March
2, 1901 ; for travel allowance to persons on their discharge from the
United States disciplinary barracks or from any plaee in which they
have been held under a sentence of dishonorable discharge and confine-
ment for more than six menths, or from the ‘Government Hospital for
the Insane after transfer thereto from such barracks er place, to their
homes (or ¢lsewhere as they elect), provided the cost in each

-cage shall not be greater than to the place ‘of last enlistment; of the
necessary agents and other employees, including per diem allowaneces

in lieu of subsistenee not exceeding S‘ for those authorized to receive
the per dlem allowance; of clothing and equipage and other guarter-
master stores from Army depots or places of purchase or delivery te
the several posts and Army depots and from those depots to the troops
in the field; of horse eguipment; of ordnance and ordnance stores,
and small arms from the Toundries and armories to the arsenals, Tortl-
fieations, frontier ports, and Army depots; for payment of wharfage,
tolls, and ferriages; for transportation of fands of the Army; for the
payment «of Army transportation lawfully due such land-grant rail-
roads as have not recéived aid in Government hends (to be adjusted
in accordance with the decisions of the Supreme Court in cases decided

| under such land-grant acts), but in me case shall more than 50 per
| cent ofllf;lllbamount ciédser\'lce bﬁ m&];ll Pr?rc'ded, T.Puat sui:h compensa-
8 | tion sball be computed upon the basis of the tariff or lower special
Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; prior to the war, when | ;

rates for like transportation performed for the public at large and
shall be aceepted as in full for all demands for such serviee: Procided
jurther, That in expending the money appropriatedl by this act a
sailroad company which has not received aid in bonds of the TUnited
‘Btates and which obtained a grant of public land to aid in the cou-
struction of its railroad on conditions that such railroad should be a
iaoat route and military road, subject to the use of the United States
or postal, militnry, maval, and other Government services, and also
subject to such regulations as Congress may impose restricting the
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charge for such Government transportation, having claims ui-:ainst the
United States for transportation of troops and munitions of war and
military supplies and property cver such aided railroads, shall be paid
out of the moneys inro?rlated by the tonﬁolns f|:n.'cnrh;i.m:s only ‘on
the basis of such rate for the tramsportation of such troops and
munitions of war and military supplies and progerty as the Becretary
of War shall deem just and reasonable under the foregoing provision,
such rate not to exceed 50 per cent of the compensation of such
Government transportation as shall at that time be charged to and

id by private parties to any such company for like and similar
?:nnnportatian: and the amount so fixed to be d shall be accepted
as in full for all demands for such service: And provided furﬂwré
That nothing in the preceding Gprovixoa ghall be construed to preven
the accounting officers of the Government from making full payment
to land-grant railroads for transportation of prope or persons
where the courts of the United States have held that such property
or persons do not come within the scope of the deductions provided
for the land-grant acts; for the purchase and hire of draft and pack
animals in sneh numbers as are actually required for the service, in-
cluding reasonable provision for replacing unserviceable animals; for
the purchase, hire, operation, maintenance, and repair of such harness,
wagons, carts, drays, other wehicles, and motnr-proFelled and horse-
drawn passenger-carrying vehicles as are required for the transpor-
tation of troops and supplies and for official, military, and garrison
purposes ; for drayage and cartage at the several depots; for the pur-
chase and repair of ships, boats, and other vessels required for the
transportation of troops and supplies and for official, military, and
garrison pu ; for expenses of sailing Puhlic transports and other
vessels on the various rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic
and Pacific Oceans: Provided further, That $225,000 of the appro-
priation hereby made shall be available for additional pay of em-

l?lyees on harbor boats, quartermaster service, In lieu of subsistence,
Ei 9,000,000,

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman—

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
on the paragraph,

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman can not offer an amend-
ment while the point of order is pending.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin re-
gerve the point of order?

Mr. STAFFORD. I do, Mr. Chairman. I assume that the
language in this paragraph of many pages is substantially that
which is covered in existing law?

Mr. DENT. That is true.

Mr. STAFFORD. May I inquire what is the necessity of
providing authorization for the purchase of ships now that the
war is at an end?

Mr. DENT. I do not think there is any necessity for if, and
when we get to the item at the end——

Mr, TILSON. Before the chairman of the committee ‘yields
this item, let me read the explanation submitted with the esti-
mates.

This item is included to provide funds for reimbursing the United
States Shipping Board for vessels which it is contemplated the War
Department 1 secure from them for the replacement of old vessels
now in the lar Army Tmnsi)ort Service, the vessels now in the
service being old, and due to their :ﬁe require constant and excessive
repairs. The following table shows the vessels it is contemplated will
be turned over by the Shipping Board. 3

It gives in detail the boats it is expected to turn over under
this item.

Mr., STAFFORD. This is the largest item carried in the
bill—$449,000,000, nearly half a billion. Will the gentleman,
before the reservation of the point of order is withdrawn, give
some statement as to how they arrive at this enormous figure?

Mr. TILSON. Yes. Let me continue reading:

Trans-Atlantic service: Four transports, at $2,812500 each, $11,-
250,000, This number does not include the Great Northern and North-
ern Pacifle, which were purchased from War Department funds and
turned over to the Shipping Board during the emergency. These two
vessels, added to the four mentioned, will give six vessels in the trans-
Atlantic service,

Mr. STAFFORD. Do I understand these vessels are now
under the control of the Shipping Board?

Mr. TILSON. It is intended to provide funds for reimbursing
the United States Shipping Board for vessels which it is con-
templated the War Department will secure from them for the
replacement of the old vessels now in the Regular Army Trans-
port Service.

Let me finish reading:

Atlant)ic coastwise (Panama, Cuba, Porto Rico, Bt. Thomas,
ete.) : :

S frglﬂsportsaat $2812500__ o o~ $5, 625, 000
Trans-Paclific service nes, Guam, Japan, ete.) :

4 transports, at $2 81£E00 11, 250, 000

I collier, at $2,687,500____ 2, 537, 500

Alaskan service:

1 transport (4,000 tons), at $2,812,500_ .~ ——_______ 1, 300, 000

Pacific coastwise (i‘amnm nal, ete.) :
1 transport (4,000 tons) 1, 300, 000
Total 88, 262, 500

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield,
is there any provision made for transportation, either of men
or supplies, to or from the north coast of Russia? Or, since
we have got our troops up there, are we to leave them there
without reenforcements or supplies?

Mr. TILSON. Funds available under this item could be used
for the transportation of troops home from any quarter of the

obe.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Con-
necticut has given an explanation of only $33,000,000 out of
$449,000,000. ‘

Mr. MANN. It is now 10 o'clock, and I make the point of
order that there is no quorum present. We had an under-
standing that we would run until 10 o'clock.

Mr. DENT. We had such an understanding, but I thought
we might dispose of this item of transportation.

Mr. MANN. O, it will take some time to dispose of it.

Mr. DENT. Well, then, I move, Mr, Chairman, that the com-
mittee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to. g

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. FosTtEr as Speaker
pro tempore having assumed the chair, Mr. Sauxpers of Vir-
ginia, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, reported that that committee had had under
consideration the bill (H. R. 15835) making appropriations for
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1920, and had come to no resolution thereon,

~ FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee, by direction of the Committee on
Appropriations, reported the bill (H. R. 15979) making ap-
propriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for
the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance
for trial and service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920,
and for other purposes, which was read by title and, with the
accompanying report (No. 1069), was ordered printed and re-
{erfecl to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Tnion, ;

Mr. STAFFORD,
on the bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin
reserves all points of order on the bill.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. BAER., Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks briefly on the Army appropriation bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North
Dakota asks unanimous consent o extend his remarks on the
Army bill. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to extend my re-
marks by printing a letter from a soldier, an enlisted man,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorD
by printing a letter as indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks on the Army bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Minnesota?

There was no objection.

SBEQUOIA NATIONAL PARK.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
I may have three days in which to file minority views from
the Committee on the Public Lands on the bill (8. 2021) to
change the name and enlarge the Sequoia National Park.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. CramTON] asks unanimous consent that he may have three
days in which to file minority views on the Senate bill 2021.
Is there objection? >

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That will not interfere with
the consideration of the bill?

Mr. CRAMTON. No: I do not think it will.

Mr. MANN. That will come up next July.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my remarks.

Mr. WALSH. On the Army bill?

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Yes; on the Army bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North
Dakota asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks on the
Army bill. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW—11 O'CLOCK A. M.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that when
the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock to-
morrow morning.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
do I understand that the gentleman from Alabama will imme-

Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order
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diately move to go into Committee of the Whole House on the

state of the Union on the Army appropriation bill after the
convening to-morrow?
Mr. DENT. That is the intention.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
There was no objection.
ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 10 o'clock and 5
minutes p. m.) the House, under the order previously made,
adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, February 15, 1919, at 11
o'clock a. m,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secre-
tary of the Treasury, transmitting estimate of appropriation for
the purchase of the Baltimore quarantine station (H. Doc. No.
1794) was taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on War Claims, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13636) for the relief
of Kentuck Corbett, reported the same without amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 1068), which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. R. 15932) to donate une cap-
tured cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Annandale, Minn.;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 15033) to donate one captured cannon or
fieldpiece to the village of Anoka Minn. ; to the Committee on
. Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15934) to donate one captured cannon or
ﬁel[lplece to the village of Lindstrom, Minn.; to the Committee
on Military Affairs. |

Also, a bill (H, IR, 15935) to donate one captured machine gun
to the village of Ogilvie, Minn,; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. DENTON: A bill (H. R.15936) to provide for the con-
struction, maintenance, and improvement of a system of national
interstate roads; to the Committee on Roads.

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 15037) author-
jzing the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Fredonia,
Kans., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. LESHER: A bill (H. R. 15938) to provide for the
purchase of a site for a public building at Bloomsburg, Pa.;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15939) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the borough of Mifflinville, county of Columbia,
State of Pennsylvania, one eannon or fieldpiece captured from
the enemy during the present war; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

By Mr. BACHARACH : A bill (H. R. 15940) authorizing the
Seceretary of War to donate to the city of Bordentown, N. J.,
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affaira

Also, a bill (H. R. 15941) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Egg Harbor, N, J., one German cannon or
ﬁeltlpiece to the Committee on Military Affairs.

¥ Mr. BRODBECK : A bill (H. R. 15942) authorizing the
n(-qn[xition of a site for a public building at Red Lion, Pa.;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. CRAMTON ;: A bill (H. R. 15943) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to donate to the town of Owendale, Mich., two
German eannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

v Mr. DOOLITTLE : A bill (H. R, 15944) authorizing the
Secietary of War to donate to the city of Council Grove, Kans.,
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota : A bill (H. R, 15945) to
pronote the administration of military justice by amending
existing laws regulating trial by courts-martial, and for other
purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. R. 15946) to provide for a modi-
fication of the time calendar now in general use in the United
States; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comimerce,

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R, 15947) au-
thorizing the Secretary of War to donate to the borough of East
Pittsburgh, Pa., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 15948) to authorize mining
on Indian reservations; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 15949) authorizing the
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Richmond, Va., a
captured German cannon or field gun and currlage to the Com~
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 15950) gmntiug the consent
of Congress to the county of Halifax, State of North Carolina,
to construct a bridge across the Roanoke River; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. LUFKIN: A bill (H, R. 15951) prohibiting the issu-
ance of papers of declaration of intention to become citizens
or final papers of citizenship to certain aliens.who claimed
exemption from military service in the present war; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. R. 15952) to donate 8 captured
cannon or fieldpieces to the city of Minneapolis, Minn.; to the
Committee on Military-Affairs.

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 15953) authorizing the
Secretary of War to donate to the town of Thorntown, county
of Boone, State of Indiana, one German cannon or fieldpiece;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 15954) to authorize the
appointment of an American battle field commission; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LEE of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 15955) authorizing the
donation of a German cannon to the city of Cartersville, Ga.;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15956) authorizing the donation of a
German cannon to the city of Buchanan, Ga.; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

. Also, a bill (H. R. 15957) authorizing the donation of a Ger-
man cannon to the city of Chatsworth, Ga.; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 15958) authorizing the donation of a Ger-
man cannon to the city of Marietta, Ga.; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15959) authorizing the donation of a Ger-
man cannon to the city of Trenton, Ga.; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15960) authorizing the donation of a Ger-
man cannon to the city of Dallas, Ga.; to the Commitfee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15961) authorizing the donation of a Ger-
man cannon to the city of La Fayetfe, Ga.; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15962) authorizing the donation of a Ger-
man cannon to the city of Summerville, Ga.; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Also, a-bill (H. R. 15963) authorizing the donation of a Ger-
man cannon to the city of Rome, Ga.; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15964) authorizing the donation of a Ger-
man cannon to the eity of Calhoun, Ga.; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15965) authorizing the donation of a Ger-
man cannon to the city of Dalton, Ga.; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15966) authorizing the donation of a Ger-
man cannon to the city of Ringgold, Ga.; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 15967) authorizing the donation of a Ger-
man cannon to the city of Cedartown, Ga.; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15968) authorizing the donation of a Civil
War eannon to the city of Menlo, Ga. ; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs,

By Mr. KREIDER: A bill (H. R. 15969) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to donate to the borough of Shippensburg, Pa., one
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 15970) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the borough of Middletown, Pa., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15971) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the borough of Mechanicsburg, Pa., one German can-
non or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs,
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Also, a bill (H. R. 15972) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the borough of Millersburg, Pa., one German cannon or
fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15973) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Harrisburg, Pa., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15974) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Carlisle, Pa., one German cannon or field-
piece: to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15975) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Lebanon, Pa., one German cannon or field-
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (M. R. 15976) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the borough of Hummelstown, Pa., one German ‘cannon
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. SCHALL: A bill (H. R. 15977) to donate captured
cannon to various Minnesota villages; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. BYRNS of Temnessee: A bill (H. R. 15979) making
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense,
for the armanient thereof, and’ for procurement of heavy ord-
nance for trial and service, for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1920, and for other other purposes; committed to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolution (H. Res. 577)
directing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish forthwith to the
House of Representatives the originals or copies of all papers,
documents, or correspondence on file in the Navy Department
relating generally to the subject of an interallied radio confer-
ence and such other facts relative to the origin and purpose
of such conference; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 427) directing the Secre-
tary of the Navy to instruct the representatives of the United
States to the interallied radio conference that they shall not
commit the United States to any policy of Government owner-
ship or operation of commercial radio stations; to the Committee
on Naval Affairs.

By the SPEAKER: Memorial from the Legislature of the
State of Ohio, nrging Congress to appropriate money to investi-
ente the cause, ete., of Spanish influenza; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of California,
relative to the plan recommended by the Hon. Franklin K.
Lane, Secretary of the Interior, for the placing of returning
United States soldiers upon farms; to the Commitiee on Appro-
priations.

Also, memorial from the Legislature of the State of California,
relative to the constructing and fitting out of all ships and ves-
sels used by Emergency Fleet Corporation or coming under
their control; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries,

By Mr. DILLON: Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of South Dakota, protesting against exorbitant express rates;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. ESCH: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of
Wisconsin, favoring the establishment of a free, united, and
independent Polish nation; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr, FOSS: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of

Tllinois, nrging the payment of at least six months’ salary to sol-
diers, sailors, and marines upon their discharge; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HAYES: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of
California, favoring the acquisition of Lower California by the
United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California,
relative to the employment of returned soldiers in the construc-
tion of ships for the merchant marine; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California,
favoring an appropriation for reclamation in order to settle
returned soldiers on the public domain; to the Committee on Ap-
propriations.

By Mr. KETTNER : Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of California, favoring the employment of returned soldiers in
ihe construction of ships by the Emergency Fleet Corporation;
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. RANDALL : Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of California, indorsing the land reclamation and settlement
project of the Secretary of the Interior for discharged soldiers;
to the Committee on Appropriations.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of California,
urging that all shipbuilding of the Emergency Fleet Corpora-
tion be contracted in the United States, and that contracts
already made in foreign countries be canceled; to the Commit-
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, ¢

Mr. LUNN introduced a bill (H. R. 15978) granting an in-
crease of pension to John W. Bennett, which was referred to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. BESHLIN: Petition of Grove City Commercial Club,
Grove City, Pa., favoring Government control and operation of
utilities until Congress shall have studied the subject and de-
termined upon a safe procedure for the return of wire systems
to their owners; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce. :

Also, petition of Ridgway Board of Trade, Pa., not favoring
Government ownership of public utilities; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. CAREW : Petition of representatives of the Brother-
hood of Railway Clerks, employed on New York Central, Dela-
ware & Hudson, and Rutland Railroads, favoring the extension
of Government control of railroads for further period of five
years; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. CLASSON: Petition of citizens of Appleton and
Kankauna, Wis,, in favor of Government ownership of rail-
ronds ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. DOOLING : Petition of New York Produce Exchange,
urging President of United States to discontinue the practice of
price fixing as now applied to hogs, grain, and other food-
stuffs, to the end that prices may return to their normal bases,
controlled only by supply and demand; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. ELSTON: Memorial of E. H. Liscune Camp, No. T,
United Spanish War Veterans, City Hall, Oakland, Cal,, urging
passage of legislation prohibiting the display of the red flag
m;fd other unpatriotic emblems; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. ESCH : Petition of the Wholesale Coal Trade Associa-
tion of New York, asking that all vessels not required for move;
ment of troops, munitions, and present food supplies be forth-

with returned to private ownership and control; to the Com- *

mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of city council of the city of Chicago,
concerning compensation for honorably discharged soldiers and
sailors; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, GALLAGHER : Petition of city council of city of Chi-
cago, urging Congress to make provision whereby each person,
who was a member of the armed forces of the United States of
America in the war with Germany shall be given six months’
pay from and after the date of honorable discharge ; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Lithuanian residents of city
of Worcester and Commonwealth of Massachusetts, urging Gov-
ernment of the United States of America to curb imperialistic
ambition of the Poles in respect to Lithuania and prevent and
save the people of Lithuania from a foreign yoke; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of Jackson Association of Commerce for Jack-
son and Madison Counties, Tenn., urging Congress to pass laws
that will force an equalization of freight rates between the
interior and river points; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. GRAHAM of Tllinois: Petition of Frank F. Lange
and divers other employees of the Rock Island Arsenal, at Roek
Island, Ill., that all equipment used in the Army, Navy, mer-
chant marine, Postal Service, and all other equipment used by
the Government be manufactured in the Government shops to
their full capacity; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr, HAYES : Petition of citizens of San Luis Obispo, Cal.,
urging the adoption of bill H. R. 10550, authorizing the United
States Government to operate railroads, with all lands, build-
ings, and equipment that belong to such railroads; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commeree.

By Mr. KRAUS : Petition of sundry citizens of Miami County,
Ind., in favor of Government control of railroads; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. LINTHICUM : Petition of Hebrew Immigrants’ Aid
Society, of Baltimore, Md., protesting against the passage of the
Burnett immigration bill, as this bill is absolutely autocratie
and un-American; to the Committee on Immigration and Nat-
uralization.

Also, petition of Parent-Teacher Association of the Mount
Rainier and Brentwood public schools, indorsing Senate bill
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4987, for the creation of a department of education; to the
Committee on Education.

Also, petition of 8. 8. Field, city solicitor, Baltimore, Md.,
relating to equitable distribution of certain war material suit-
able for road-making purposes among the highway depart-
ments of the several States; to the Committee on Roads.

Also, petition of United States Employment Service, Depart-
ment of Labor, Baltimore, Md., urging passage of bill for appro-
priation for employment service; to the Committee on Appro-
priations.

Also, petition of the Board of Education of Dorchester County,
Md., heartily indorsing Senate bill 4987, for the creation of a
department of education; to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. LONERGAN: Petition of Russell Council, No. 65,
Knights of Columbus, New Haven, Conn., and Bernardo Council,
No. 1350, Knights of Columbus, Shelton, Conn,, relating to self-
determination for Ireland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of Venice of American Chamber
of Commerce, Venice, Cal., favoring exempting of outdoor amuse-
ments from the forms of taxation prescribed in the current
revente law; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PAIGE: Petition of 600 citizens of Fitchburg, Mass,,
in favor of self-determination of their own government by the
people of Ireland, as submitted by James F. Pyne, grand knight
of Fitchburg council, Knights of Columbus; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. POLK: Petition of Diamond State Grange No. 2,
Patrons of Husbandry of Stanton, Del., favoring repeal of day-
light saving law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

By Mr. RAKER : Petition of Illinois State Federation, urging
Gov, Stephens, of California, to procure for Thomas Mooney a
neyw trial; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Farmers’ National Council, urging serious
consideration of the report on Senate bill 2812 to the Committee
on Public Lands.

Also, petition of Engineers and Architects Association of
Sounthern California, urging appropriation for reclamation work ;
to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. ROMJUE: Petition of Rotary Club, of Kirksville,
Mo., recommending changing the name of the Panama Canal
to Roosevelt Canal ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

By Mr. SCHALL: Petition of Minnesota State vegetable
growers, protesting against setting the clock ahead; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. VARE: Petition of Philadelphia Chamber of Com-
merce, relative to Government conirol, operation, and owner-
ship of public utilities; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce,

SENATE.

SATURDAY, February 15, 1919.
; (Legislative day of Thursday, February 13, 1919.)

The Senate reassembled at 11 o’clock a. m., on the expiration
of the recess.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Calder Johnson, 8. Dak, New Smith, 8. C.
Chamberlain Kellogg Penrose Smoot

Colt Kenyon Pittman Swanson
Cummins Kirby Pollock Thomas
France Knox Ransdell Wadsworth
Ga Lenroot Robinson atson
Hale Lodge Saulsbury Weeks
Hardwick McKellar Sheppard

Johnson, Cal. Moses Sherman

Mr, McKELLAR, I wish to state that my colleague, the
senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS], is absent on ac-
count of illness.

Mr. SWANSON. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr.
Martiv of Virginia] is detained from the Senate on account of
illness. T ask that this announcement may stand for the day.

Mr., KIRBY. T desire to announce the absence in attendance
upon committee of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Oveg-
aax], the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Wokcorr], the Senator
from Minnesota [Mr. Nersox], and the Senator from South
Dakota [Mr. STeErRLING].

Mr. SAULSBURY. T wish to state that the senior Senator
from Maryland [Mr. Syrra] is still confined at his home by ill-

ness, but is very greatly improved. I wish also to announce that
the senior Senator from Mississippl [Mr. WirLiams] is detained
by illness. )

Mr. RANSDELL. I wish to state that the senior Senato
from Florida [Mr. FreErcHER] is detained on official business.
He will be in the Senate in a few minutes.

Mr. THOMAS. I have been informed that the junior Senator
from Alabama [Mr, UxpErwoon] is seriously ill and therefore
unable to attend the session.

Mr. PITTMAN. I have been requested to announce that the
following Senators are absent engaged in the Committee on
Indian Affairs: The Senator from Montana [Mr., Warsu], the
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Nugent], the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr, La ForrertE], the Senator from Kansas [Mr, Curris], and
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FErNALD].

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thirty-four Senators have an-
swered to the roll call. There is nbt a quorum present. The
Secretary will call the names of the absentees, !

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators, and
Mr. Kixe, Mr. McCumBer, Mr. NuGgest, Mr. PoMERENE, Mr,
SPENCER, Mr. THoMPsSON, Mr, Varpamaxw, and Mr. WALSH an-
swered to their names when called.

Mr. Curtis, Mr. La ForrerTe, Mr. Joxes of Washington, Mr.,
Ferxarp, Mr. Branpecee, Mr, McNAry, Mr, DiLLINGHAM, Mr.
SUTHERLAND, Mr, BECKHAM, Mr. Snarmons, Mr., Pace, Mr, Cur-
BERSON, Mr. Hexperson, and Mr. Reep entered the Chamber
and answered to their names.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I wish to announce that the Senator
from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] is absent on account of illness.

Mr. KING. I wish to announce that the Senator from Ne-
braska [Mr. HircHcock] is detained in the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the Senator from
Arizona [Mr. AsaUrsTt] is detained on official business,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-six Senators have answered
to the roll eall. There is a quorum present.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by J, C. South,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill
(H. R. 15706) granting pensions and increase of pensions to cer-
tain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War
and to widows of such soldiers and sailors, in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon
signed by the Vice President:

H. R. 8625. An act to accept from the Southern Oregon Co.,
a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Oregon,
a reconveyance of the lands granted to the State of Oregon by
the act approved March 3, 1869, entitled “An act granting lands
to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a military
wagon road from the navigable waters of Coos Bay to Rose-
burg, in said State,” commonly known as the Coos Bay wagon-
road grant, to provide for the disposition of said lands, and for
other purposes; and

H. R. 12863. An act to provide revenue, and for other pur-
poses.

LEAGUE OF NATIONS (8., DOC. NO. 389),

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to make a request out of
order. It is that the terms of the league of nations, printed in
all the newspapers, may be printed in the Recorp and also as a
Senate document for convenience and use.

Mr. PITTMAN. May I ask the Senator if he would object to
including in his request that the speech of the President deliv-
ered at the time of the presentation of the terms of the league
be also published along with the document he has referred to,
so that the two may be read together?

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to its being printed, of
course.

Mr. PITTMAN. I ask that the President’s address be so in-
cluded.

Mr. ROBINSON. I suggest that the Senator from Nevada
submit the request in conjunction with the request of the Sena-
tor from Massachusetts.

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection at all to including it in my
request.

Mr. PITTMAN. That is the way I intended my suggestion,
and I understand the Senator from Massachusetts has so modi-
fied his request.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.
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